
For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wisper
172 Crown Cir
South San Francisco, CA 94080-1165
(650) 754-5369



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Tomas Rebecchi
936 Lighthouse Way
Port Hueneme, CA 93041-3511
(619) 252-6899



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Berry
450 Kings Ave
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2617
(805) 772-9443



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Grace Padelford
10618 Ayres Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3332
(310) 837-8191



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lipinski
250 Elm St Apt 10
San Mateo, CA 94401-2632
\



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. A Adams
20415 Via Paviso
Cupertino, CA 95014-6322



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Creswell
20 Tamalpais Ave Apt 4
San Anselmo, CA 94960-2154
(415) 456-3184



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Misha Askren
1354 S Curson Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019-6615
(323) 935-1492



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Nigel Crawford
9500 Gilman Dr
La Jolla, CA 92093-5004



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lumer
849 Leonard Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90049-1326
(310) 476-9609



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lynn Prager
10047 Genesta Ave
Northridge, CA 91325-1622



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcy Chapin
839 Marigold Ct
Sn Luis Obisp, CA 93401-7607
(805) 459-4952



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. William Packard
2045 Laurinda Pl
San Diego, CA 92105-5230
(619) 264-2045



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Starkey
10875 Rio Ruso Dr
Windsor, CA 95492-8012
(707) 838-1335



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Terrie Weiss
16120 Berkshire Rd
San Leandro, CA 94578-1414



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Maier
2519 8th St
Livermore, CA 94550-4605
(925) 455-5509



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Pamela Swenson
3163 Kendra Ct
Turlock, CA 95382-1335
(209) 667-1974



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Clinton Burdette
4020 Meier St
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5720
(310) 821-5357



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Drew
1923 Genoa Pl
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-1893
(707) 266-9864



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alwen Bauer
1300 Granvia Altamira
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274-2006
(310) 378-0465



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lilla
4835 Webster St
Oakland, CA 94609-2114



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. L Sandoval
325 Cordova St
Pasadena, CA 91101-4687



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lehmann
1072 Casitas Pass Rd # 175
Carpinteria, CA 93013-2109



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anja Kollbach
2180 Camino De Los Robles
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6532
(650) 926-9571



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Anderholm
1600 Niestrath Rd
Cazadero, CA 95421-9580



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Christie Venable
650 Tabor Ln
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-1536
(805) 969-0323



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kaytee Sumida
7331 Princess View Dr
San Diego, CA 92120-1333



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Singleton
45 Westwood Dr
San Francisco, CA 94112-1250
(415) 333-9585



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lipinski
250 Elm St Apt 10
San Mateo, CA 94401-2632
\



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Verschoor
597 Martinique Pl
Newbury Park, CA 91320-2836
(805) 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,

Mrs. Suzanne Schmidtke
5451 Morella Ave
Valley Vlg, CA 91607-2209
(818) 763-8852



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Staunton
19531 Cortina Ct
Salinas, CA 93908-1592
(831) 455-0924



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Edgerton
5008 University Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-1834



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jenny Schaffell
1655 Oak View Ave
Kensington, CA 94707-1221



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Indira Smith
8834 Betty Way
West Hollywood, CA 90069-3901



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very skeptical of the wisdom of the proposed crude-by-rail project
at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. As demonstrated by numerous recent crude oil train accidents
around the U.S. and Canada, which resulted in terribly deadly and/or
damaging explosions and fires, the old, standard oil tanker car is
inadequate to protect the highly-volatile tar sands crude during
accidents. Expert opinion is that tar sands crude should not be
transported by rail until a new and improved oil tanker car is proven
and available. Any decision allowing expanded rail transport of tar
sands crude would be taking a huge gamble with public safety.

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

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

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

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



efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

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

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schoene
1519 Oak St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4847
(310) 452-1307



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Olson
4480 N Academy Ave
Sanger, CA 93657-9270



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We do not need more oil pollution in our air.  I can't imagine the
people of Santa Maria buying into Phillips 66 project either.  NO MORE
RISKY BUSINESS IN OUR CALIFORNIA COMMUNITIES!

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anita Emery
5155 1/2 Village Grn
Los Angeles, CA 90016-5205
(323) 293-7557



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Decker
5346 Loma Linda Ave Apt 303
Los Angeles, CA 90027-3693
(323) 646-2112



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. P. Perry
18911 Stonegate Rd
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467-8826
(707) 987-9633



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rita Burnham
2708 Foothill Blvd # 407
La Crescenta, CA 91214-3516



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Alvin Fulcher
761 Woodrow Ave
San Diego, CA 92114-3237
(619) 610-9203



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Alexandrea
5907 Skyway Apt A
Paradise, CA 95969-4961
(530) 877-3603



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. Kae Bender
42955 Cherbourg Ln
Lancaster, CA 93536-4827
(661) 524-6155



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Harder
323 E Colorado Blvd
Monrovia, CA 91016-2901



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Robbin Payne-Torre
20210 Canyonview Dr
Tuolumne, CA 95379-9794
(209) 928-1138



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jacobs
955 Innes Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124-2904
(415) 695-0889



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Clark Shimeal
3272 Country Club Rd.
Borrego Spgs, CA 92004-1022
(760) 767-3272



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Szigeti
588 Kingston Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-2320
(949) 716-2239



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Caudill
839 Loyalton Dr
Campbell, CA 95008-5139



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Ute Eng
9806 Foxtail Pl
Salinas, CA 93907-1021



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,

Mrs. Gina Luzzi
545 Melrose Ave
San Francisco, CA 94127-2219
(415) 585-2664



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pincus
1325 Pacific Hwy
Unit 403
San Diego, CA 92101-2581
(619) 810-2630



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 is too much!
We have had enough of the 4Fers (the Filthy Fossil Fuel Folks)
stranglehold on our politicians and our policies!

TTIME TO GO SOLAR FOR ROOFTOPS. Time to bring power to the people
rather than continually giving it over to the already too powerful. Two
eco-economists have calculated that if just 28% of the roofs had solar,
the entire City of San Diego would be energy independent. The
cost-equivalent of charging hybrid or electric vehicles is $1 per
gallon! Think of what this would do for JOBS and the economy.

This oily 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. ENOUGH.

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

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.
They cannot drill or transport without spilling, let alone know how to
clean up their messes! paper towels and booms...really?!

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining



process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. SOLAR
ROOFTOPS is the answer for California. Also, we have an endless waste
stream of green and wood wastes, banned from landfills since 2000, that
can be made into solid, liquid, and gaseous fuels. More oil is
UNNECESSARY.

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, California, our country and our
climate.

We appreciate your serious consideration, and the 42 members of our
family will anxiously be trusting that you will keep this 5x filthier
fuel out of California! Thank you,
The Stewart and McKinley families

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dana Stewart
13450 Highway 8 Business Spc 76
Lakeside, CA 92040-5204
(619) 749-6707



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Pincus
1325 Pacific Hwy Unit 403
San Diego, CA 92101-2581
(619) 810-2630



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mccall
10 Maria Loretto Ct
Novato, CA 94949-6629



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Alena Jorgensen
5941 Kauffman Ave
Temple City, CA 91780-2235
(626) 614-8615



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. Shunko Jamvold
340 Acadia Ln
San Rafael, CA 94903-2269
(415) 492-8857



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,

Ms. Al Reece
7595 Seton Hall St
La Mesa, CA 91942-1707
(619) 466-1999



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Doreen Delgado
24525 Breckenridge Pl
Newhall, CA 91321-2607
(661) 291-1122



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. Tanya Wilson
1665 Highland Ave
Glendale, CA 91202-1235
(818) 243-0996



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Ingrid Newstadt
4632 Glenalbyn Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-5060
(323) 343-9093



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. Jan Lewis
PO Box 587
Cayucos, CA 93430-0587
(805) 995-1255



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Leah Findler
PO Box 1321
Fallbrook, CA 92088-1321
(760) 586-0047



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Laurie Estrada
6801 Hal St
Bakersfield, CA 93308-9682



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Creech
939 Helen Dr
Millbrae, CA 94030-1539
(650) 876-7088



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. R Wells
442 S Alexandria Ave Apt 1
Los Angeles, CA 90020-2727



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Bea Trenier
132 Bennetta Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93458-9040
(805) 928-5739



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jones
4430 Price St
Los Angeles, CA 90027-2746



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Carmen Fried
976 E Villa St Apt 7
Pasadena, CA 91106-1044
(626) 568-3234



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Brandon Owens
140 Wood St Apt 2
San Francisco, CA 94118-3418
(650) 604-0037



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlene Root
8634 Friends Ave
Whittier, CA 90602-3321
(562) 696-8674



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Quang-Tuan Luong
3373 Meadowlands Ln
San Jose, CA 95135-1637
(408) 223-8419



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Dr. Jim Stewart
1216 S Westlake Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90006-4118
(213) 487-9340



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 McMath
12350 Anderson Valley Way
Boonville, CA 95415-9101
(707) 895-3820



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Aylward
21821 Burbank Blvd
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6465
(818) 710-1026



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lyn Younger
4831 Lyric Ln
San Jose, CA 95111-3810
(408) 224-1949



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Vesper
1601 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1237
(510) 649-1093



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

Don't let oil companies blow a hole in the middle of our beautiful
Central Coast. Do the right thing.

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

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

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

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

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



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

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Duchak
549 Lilac Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-3749



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Hirtle
1401 Cottage St Apt D
Alameda, CA 94501-2465
(510) 521-7819



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pann
2512 Aiken Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3306



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Bruna Barresi
2482 20th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-2406
(415) 759-5715



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. A L
PO Box 16112
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406-6112
(805) 439-0179



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wold
125 Brook Ln
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9385
(831) 338-4397



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Trinidad
207 Parkbrook Pl
San Diego, CA 92114-7729



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Krystel Mccullough
1601 N Poinsettia Pl Apt 314
Los Angeles, CA 90046-3965
(323) 512-8193



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Faye Soares
5744 Juarez Rd
Pollock Pines, CA 95726-9424
(530) 647-0119



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Jim Stewart
1216 S Westlake Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90006-4118
(213) 487-9340



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kasbo
3245 Herman Ave
San Diego, CA 92104-4611
(619) 584-6701



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Habegger
10083 Grinding Rock Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9140
(530) 274-7481



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Theresa Perry
10480 Sunland Blvd
Sunland, CA 91040-1967
(818) 352-4501



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Myers
Webster St.
Berkeley, CA 94705-1955
(510) 843-1324



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Elia
1285 Bollinger Cyn
Moraga, CA 94556-2739



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Davenport
6103 E Monlaco Rd
Long Beach, CA 90808-2820
(562) 429-2762



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Trogman
6709 Calhoun Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91405-4753
(818) 780-8345



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kebisek Dudek
PO Box 181877
Coronado, CA 92178-1877
(619) 869-1991



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nielsen
605 Verano Pl
Irvine, CA 92617-3110



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. Nancy Nolen
13468 Polk St
Sylmar, CA 91342-1860



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Dr. George Lewis
1852 6th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-2704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Knauss
26513 Rockhurst Ln
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-2455
(310) 541-1225



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Parzick
2612 Wavecrest Dr
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-1324
(949) 675-9930



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rapp
611 Circle Dr
East Palo Alto, CA 94303-2302
(650) 752-6431



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Bernard Wooldridge
28666 Pittman Hill Rd
Clovis, CA 93619-9715
(559) 298-3159



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Kiley Kemp
2960 Hyperion Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027-2554



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bagoye
3436 E Vista St
Long Beach, CA 90803-5916
(562) 439-6914



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Christine Stewart
307 Whippoorwill Gln
Escondido, CA 92026-1461
(760) 489-1318



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lewis
727 Medford Ave
Hayward, CA 94541-1808
(510) 278-5650



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. Douglas Rapp
611 Circle Dr
East Palo Alto, CA 94303-2302
(650) 752-6431



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ransom
9420 Mountain View Dr
Atascadero, CA 93422-5012
(805) 466-3273



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Lewis
16418 Gunther St
Granada Hills, CA 91344-2937



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Cherlyn Comer
4042 Orange Ave
Cypress, CA 90630-2752
(714) 995-1459



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kearney
1136 Acadia Pl
Ventura, CA 93003-5917



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Eugene Hinton
350 N Villa St Rm 33a
Porterville, CA 93257-3211
(559) 359-7773



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Pascale Macleod
626 44th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2507



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Blaine Mogil
4966 Lassen Dr
Oceanside, CA 92056-5467
(760) 803-0468



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosalind Milliken
80700 Avenue 38
Indio, CA 92203-9778



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,

Mr. Damon Brown
3536 S Cloverdale Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90016-5229



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Billie Gordon
15851 Izorah Way
Los Gatos, CA 95032-3441
(408) 356-3406



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Payal Sampat
917 Solano Ave
Albany, CA 94706-1532



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Hope Ashley
312 Huntington Blvd
Palo Alto, CA 90223



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bram
1107 Barbara St Apt D
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-4510



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wargo
285 Alta Loma Ave
Daly City, CA 94015-2118
(650) 992-5649



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jensen
2310 6th St Apt 3
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2443
(310) 396-7909



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 McGee
2615 Meadow St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5633
(805) 541-6297



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hard
PO Box 188871
Sacramento, CA 95818-8871
(916) 296-1243



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Clement
4805 N Henton Ave
Covina, CA 91724-1615
(999) 123-1234



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melissa Aguirre
315 N Normandy Pl
Anaheim, CA 92806-3629



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sorem
708 Canterbury Ave
Livermore, CA 94550-6226



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. Sheila Wyse
14925 Jadestone Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4507
(818) 501-0487



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Biancalana
15648 Linda Ave
Los Gatos, CA 95032-3714
(408) 356-1058



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Joseph Gilbert
1037 N Rice Rd
Ojai, CA 93023-9517
(805) 646-7686



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Dehart
194 Coronada Cir
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-1825
(805) 568-0068



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Reed
208 15th St
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4411
(714) 969-1824



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Devivo
10753 Lawler St
Los Angeles, CA 90034-5465



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Candy Rocha
651 Echandia St
Los Angeles, CA 90033-1612
(213) 321-0344



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Sincerely,

Mr. Darrell Clarke
158 S Madison Ave Apt 102
Pasadena, CA 91101-2568
(310) 210-9813



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

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

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

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

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. Terrance San Cartier
851 McCloud St
Santa Maria, CA 93455-7108
(805) 934-2880



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bean
3281 Sun Valley Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-1867



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Puett
4805 Ipswitch Ct
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-4413



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Enel Woods
4615 Exposition Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90016-4026



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johannes
9562 Lucerne St
Ventura, CA 93004-2714



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

The proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66, itself, admitted that its proposed oil train
facility will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of
air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing
chemicals. The review cites increased health risks -- particularly for
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory
disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. I
understand that the recirculated draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) dangerously misinforms the public because it uses outdated data
and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster
involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude
oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment 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 County
must avoid creating a risk of contamination that could seriously affect
the rest of our state.

The climate impact of encouraging the increased use of Canadian tar
sands crude must also be taken into account. At every stage of the
mining, transportation, and refining process, tar sands are more carbon
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to
California will undermine the state's efforts to curb climate
disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria
terminal and the Rodeo refinery proposals as a single project. The
proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify



these facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus creating more
toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near
the refinery. San Luis Obispo must not overlook this connection by
approving the rail terminal project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Thank you for your attention to my views.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ames
Rancho California and Margarita
Temecula, CA 92592



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schwartz
5510 W 78th St
Los Angeles, CA 90045-3302



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Frances
399 Carpenteria Rd
Aromas, CA 95004-9709



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Guidotti
5959 Franklin Ave Apt 307
Los Angeles, CA 90028-5692
(323) 469-1304



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,

Ms. Penelope Johnstone
3980 Indian Peak Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-9393



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Alderette
478 Jose Ramon Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5748
(707) 544-2184



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Muller
3063 Lucinda Ln
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2001



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrew Soll
1665 Michael Ln
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2035
(310) 428-8503



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sherrel
4736 Minnesota Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5805



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jason Ellis
849 50th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-3515
(916) 847-0478



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Adler
1008 S Live Oak Park Rd
Fallbrook, CA 92028-3609
(760) 728-4942



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jenne
2012 La Fremontia St
South Pasadena, CA 91030-4229
(323) 255-1027



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. Celeste Anacker
2814 Miradero Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3024
(805) 687-1317



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Mikulak
14418 Dickens St Apt 2
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4033
(818) 907-6191



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kaplan
1901 Ave of Stars Ste 1900
Los Angeles, CA 90067-6020



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Taylor
12880 Oroville Quincy Hwy
Berry Creek, CA 95916-9754
(530) 589-4088



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Snedegar
31151 Ceanothus Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-6929
(949) 715-0974



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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. Anne Cridler
5182 Surf Bird Ln
Guadalupe, CA 93434-1810
(805) 598-3999



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St
Los Angeles, CA 90031-1048
(213) 321-0374



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. Catharine Krupp
654 Islay St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-4346
(805)



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Benjamin
2627 Eltinge Dr
Alpine, CA 91901-2240
(619) 445-2764



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adrian Tafolla
129 S Mount Vernon Ave
San Bernardino, CA 92410-2420
(909) 266-6520



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Williams
17641 Grizzly Den Rd
Weed, CA 96094-9225



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Wheeler
40452 Ditmus Ct
Fremont, CA 94538-3558
(510) 656-7767



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Kahn
8791 Wahl St
Santee, CA 92071-3352
(760) 944-5574



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rich C
1689 Broadway
Chula Vista, CA 91911-4836
(619) 271-3300



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Ann Kelly & Family
1724 Olive Ave
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1021
(805) 569-1714



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William McGuire
258 9th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-2209
(415) 387-7971



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Feldman
936 7th St Ste B
Novato, CA 94945-3010
(707) 763-0839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 wisenor
808 Tehama Dr
Lodi, CA 95242-9553
(209) 334-5181



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Daughters
PO Box 234
Atascadero, CA 93423-0234
(805) 462-2474



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. Zachary Lake
15945 Shannon Way
Nevada City, CA 95959-8945
(530) 477-2338



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mauro
2729 Angell Ave
San Diego, CA 92122-2104
(858) 453-4618



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ortiz
5365 Carolina Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90022-4018
(323) 888-2969



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mizutani
2227 L St
Sacramento, CA 95816-4926
(916) 442-2711



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Goran Sobel
4829 Corbin Ave
Tarzana, CA 91356-4918
(818) 578-8906



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,

Mrs. Cassie Murphy
1625 Sandalwood Ln
Templeton, CA 93465-4512
(805) 286-4727



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janelle Chase
1888 San Jose Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112-2459



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wiener
823 Key Route Blvd
Albany, CA 94706-1716
(510) 524-1259



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Willis
40 Fillmore St
San Francisco, CA 94117-3516
(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. Megan O'Brien
2389 Westpark Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-1149



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cathren Rose Murray
106 Nicholl Ave
Richmond, CA 94801-3921



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bonnie Maloney
5403 W 149th Pl Unit 16
Hawthorne, CA 90250-8395



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Simmons
24225 Calle Artino
Murrieta, CA 92562-5577
(951) 219-0207



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elisabeth Rothenberger
310 Calle De La Mesa
Novato, CA 94949-5945



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen De Caccia
161 Aberdeen Ct
Vallejo, CA 94591-7828
(707) 554-3238



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Backus
5357 Maricopa Dr
Simi Valley, CA 93063-2003



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cozette Moysa
28861 Via Buena Vis
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-5556



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Baclija
82544 Yuba River Ct
Indio, CA 92203-3855



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Raye
42a Harper Canyon Rd
Salinas, CA 93908-9336



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carney
PO Box 10886
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158-3886
(202) 281-9565



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kaar
928 Hamilton Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-3565
(925) 977-9661



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Minturn Collins III
550 S Barrington Ave Apt 3214
Los Angeles, CA 90049-4330
(



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,

Mr. Jeff Miller
2824 Pintail Ct
West Sacramento, CA 95691-4419
(916) 371-3846



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Whelen
1801 T St Apt 4
Sacramento, CA 95811-7238
(253) 677-9137



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sandow
540 29th St
Richmond, CA 94804-1520
(510) 289-8296



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jenny England
55 Roslyn Ave
San Carlos, CA 94070-2829
(650) 595-3343



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shoemaker
5260 Raber St
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1030



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
15857 Moorpark St
Encino, CA 91436-1541
(181) 890-6133



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra Gley
32041 Lazy Glen Ln
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-3221
(949) 589-9105



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. KIRSTIE PALMER
520 Avenue B
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-4857
(310) 798-2383



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bruinsslot
400a Robinson Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4136
(707) 823-3069



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitch Laipple
516 Park Blvd
Millbrae, CA 94030-1233
(650) 873-4890



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Smalley
6942 W 85th St
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2603
(310) 670-1708



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carbary
80 Ora Way Unit 305
San Francisco, CA 94131-2548
(415) 285-9168



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stone
238 Petaluma Way
Petaluma, CA 94954-1310
(707) 364-3178



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Reem Haddad
2610 Orchard Ct
La Verne, CA 91750-4663
(909) 593-7300



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patty Sparks
4520 Fulton Ave Apt 6
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-5170



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,

Mrs. Paula Purviance
8247 Lone Pine Pl
Granite Bay, CA 95746-7332
(916) 660-0252



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,

Ms. P Paulson
988 Robin Ct
San Marcos, CA 92078-1339
(760) 744-6031



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Patterson
145 Calvert Ct
Ukiah, CA 95482-4678



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Murphy
5835 Normandie Pl
Riverside, CA 92504-1337
(951) 682-0936



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. Jeffrey Dilallo
9305 Monona Dr
La Mesa, CA 91942-3911
(858) 663-0150



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Macias
972 Queensdale Ave
Corona, CA 92880-6704
(951) 442-4384



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Blanchet
2250 3rd Ave
San Diego, CA 92101-2024
(619) 234-8585



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Franz
1395 Cerritos Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-2816
(949) 497-6767



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelky Caborn
530 Amigo Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9701
(831) 462-6262



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lily White
645 Carr Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2820
(707) 575-8574



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pasqua
29572 Lilac Rd
Valley Center, CA 92082-4011
(760) 484-0532



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Newman
541 Carpenter Dr
Hollister, CA 95023-9384
(831) 635-0613



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leslee Mcpherson
3200 Monterey St
San Mateo, CA 94403-3827
(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. Dave Sikula
1225 Aspen Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-3718
(650) 355-4208



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,

Mrs. Joanna Reynolds
126 Pasa Robles Ave
Los Altos, CA 94022-1237



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cartwright
10927 Oak Creek Dr
Lakeside, CA 92040-1632
(619) 390-7445



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kai Martin
1519 Terra Nova Blvd
Pacifica, CA 94044-3618
(510) 275-4898



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Adams
1775 Ellie Ct
Benicia, CA 94510-2658
(707) 747-1434



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,

Ms. Eva Suhr
1417 Ridgebrook Way
Chico, CA 95928-7362



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Louise Hawley
2033 E Ramon Rd Apt 9a
Palm Springs, CA 92264-7932
(760) 322-2729



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Rigrod
5301 Balboa Blvd Unit F2
Encino, CA 91316-2707
(818) 789-4685



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Calender
832 Kalpati Cir Apt D
Carlsbad, CA 92008-4163
(760) 434-0340



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. Michael Kavanaugh
2797 Clay St
San Francisco, CA 94115-1711
(415) 441-1013



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 DuBois
1705 Felix Ave
Arcata, CA 95521-4839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carlson
1718 Astoria St
Davis, CA 95616-5621



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Salero
520 E Walnut St
Santa Ana, CA 92701-6021



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Morgan Larry Peters
1888 Winona Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90027-3810



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stanley
N/A
San Diego, CA 92115



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ruben Arizmendi
2667 Camino Del Rio S Ste 306
San Diego, CA 92108-3765
(619) 231-0460



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Sabin
3844 York Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90065-3762



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ocon Alvarez
1030 S Catalina St
Los Angeles, CA 90006-2688
(213) 736-5474



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon Moreno
2813 18th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95820-2515



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Flo Martin
552 Bean Creek Rd
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-3325



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Russell Stone
3715 Quimby Rd
San Jose, CA 95148-3209



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean Kleih
2915 Via Toscana Unit 102
Corona, CA 92879-8014
(951) 737-8287



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen Luetkemeier
331 N Washington
Independence, CA 93526-1710
(703) 862-4395



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bertonneau
230 Damar St
Morro Bay, CA 93442-3128
(805) 772-7182



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Laraine
2825 Moore Ave
Eureka, CA 95501-3314
(707) 441-1343



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,

Ms. Katie Jay
18322 Bessemer St
Tarzana, CA 91335-7303



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Santopietro
4110 Soule St
Eureka, CA 95503-5851



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Paulson
22710 Canyon Terrace Dr
Castro Valley, CA 94552-5485
(510) 885-0808



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Urrutia
55 Lakemont Dr
Daly City, CA 94015-3041



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,

Ms. Vidya Sims
Us Highway 101 N
Orick, CA 95555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Grant
PO Box 727
Nevada City, CA 95959-0727



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Wendy Stock
1306 Bay View Pl
Berkeley, CA 94708-1802
(510) 845-1622



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dailey
1322 Santa Rita Rd
Pleasanton, CA 94566-5644
(925) 548-4207



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Profant
268 Big Sur Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-2435
(805) 968-8015



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. s slaughter
hansen
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very familiar with the Santa Maria area and I am deeply concerned
about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Weitkamp
7 Marchant Ct
Kensington, CA 94707-1217



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pattie Meade
421 Via Montego
San Clemente, CA 92672-3628



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,

Ms. Mary Mc Manus
1800 Spruce St Apt 304
Berkeley, CA 94709-1837
(510) 848-8084



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sadkovsky
2656 El Pasado Dr
Modesto, CA 95354-3223
(209) 577-1869



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Les Roberts
1134 E Lansing Way
Fresno, CA 93704-4335
(559) 227-1076



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Marie Berthiaume
624 N 6th St
Patterson, CA 95363-2134
(209) 892-3410



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Clifton
1105a E Gobbi St
Ukiah, CA 95482-6211
(707) 293-0939



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Toyohara
4241 Woodland Dr
La Mesa, CA 91941-6710
(619) 461-2997



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Branislav Kecman
2243 Crescent Dr
Altadena, CA 91001-2113
(626) 797-0470



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scheck
1247 11th Ave Apt 101
San Francisco, CA 94122-2257
(415) 680-8327



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scott
14269 Quito Rd
Saratoga, CA 95070-5626
(408) 370-0228



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Linarez
5249 Manzanita Ave Apt 3
Carmichael, CA 95608-0544
(916) 331-8952



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,

Mr. Marvin Steindler
289 Eagle Ridge St
Newbury Park, CA 91320-5072



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine McNeill
1004 Swanston Dr
Sacramento, CA 95818-3324



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gilda Fusilier
955 43rd Ave
Apt 112
Sacramento, CA 95831-1392



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Long
1811 E Grand Ave Unit 138
Escondido, CA 92027-3235
(760) 294-3405



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Watters
2370 Lawnview Ct
Simi Valley, CA 93065-2537
(805) 526-1831



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Lisl Weilgart
614 24th St Apt D
Sacramento, CA 95816-3649
(916) 448-5105



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Frank
1211 E La Loma Ave
Somis, CA 93066-9722



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Martin
16 E Padre St
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3500
(805) 845-9399



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sue Drake
38038 Dundee Cmn
Fremont, CA 94536-5126
(510) 358-2805



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dominguez
1325 N Albertson Ave
Covina, CA 91722-1513



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,

Ms. Lilithe Magdalene
PO Box 1478
Middletown, CA 95461-1478
(707) 888-6390



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Falls
50 Chumasero Dr Apt 12l
San Francisco, CA 94132-2316



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,

Ms. Petrina Long
11439 Chenault St
Los Angeles, CA 90049-3431
(310) 440-5654



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hedgecock
15432 Jackson St Apt 210
Midway City, CA 92655-1505
(657) 400-9513



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Goldman
280 Calle De Los Agrinemsors
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9725
(831) 915-0592



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Darr
3311 Tracy Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95051-6426
(408) 985-5897



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thompson
PO Box 163
Rio Nido, CA 95471-0163



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Reynolds
24101 Eshelman Ave
Lomita, CA 90717-1223
(310) 539-2129



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shreve
340 Union St Apt H
Arcata, CA 95521-6437



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cardella
4570 Bluff Top
Hydesville, CA 95547-9416
(707) 786-3454



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. Pete Evans
2040 Rachel St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-4516



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Singiser
4 Gonljon
Eweunlkmr, CA 94403-1347
(650) 555-0000



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. Randall Lee
1623 N Carnegie Ave
Fresno, CA 93722-8608



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stolowitz
590 Montori Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94566-2130
(925) 963-5190



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
Terrace
San Jose, CA 95123-5310



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Partsch
7762 Ironwood Dr
Dublin, CA 94568-1919



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,

Ms. Zelma Fishman
1612 7th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-2108
(805) 528-7878



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. H Coetzee
505 Venado Vista Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-2459



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 norton
PO Box 2001
La Mesa, CA 91943-2001



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eric Bayon
2022 Cirone Way
San Jose, CA 95124-1402



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miner
2712 Ostrom Ave
Long Beach, CA 90815-1603
(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. David Armstrong
26100 Narbonne Ave
Lomita, CA 90717-2941



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gabriela Sosa
1900 Dracena Dr Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90027-3175
(323) 665-9627



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Helen Ellis
1770 N Euclid Ave
Upland, CA 91784-2003



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Whitton
2235 Watermarke Pl
Irvine, CA 92612-7692



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sharee
459 Naples St
San Francisco, CA 94112-2829
(415) 584-9849



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mija Gentes
14441 Oak Pl
Saratoga, CA 95070-5969
(408) 647-2256



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Nolan
482 W San Ramon Ave Apt 102
Fresno, CA 93704-2363
(559) 492-1989



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Schwager
1149 Edgemound Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2140
(805) 563-2441



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,

Mr. William Wollner
323 E Magnolia St
Stockton, CA 95202-1512
(209) 948-5918



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shaff
34150 Cartwright Pl
Fremont, CA 94555-1405
(510) 796-1057



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Margot Smith
1300 Shattuck Ave Apt A
Berkeley, CA 94709-1491



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Morris
618 Texas St
San Francisco, CA 94107-2941
(415) 285-8107



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kipp
23311 Iris Ave
Torrance, CA 90505-3130
(310) 325-6791



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anello Arne
PO Box 102
Castella, CA 96017-0102
(530) 262-0776



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
15410 La Paz Dr Apt I6
Victorville, CA 92395-7108



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Ketch
140 N Windsor Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90004-3816



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neil Ferguson
513 Galway Ct
Vacaville, CA 95688-9223
(707) 446-7017



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Sokolsky
1611 Castle Hill Rd
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-2310
(925) 938-3708



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jess Graffell
37444 Ironwood Dr
Yucaipa, CA 92399-7025



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lin Griffith
737 Colman St
Altadena, CA 91001-3034
(626) 794-0538



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carlos Ferreira
PO Box 421188
San Francisco, CA 94142-1188
(415) 285-5200



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Iimura
10192 Parish Pl
Cupertino, CA 95014-2206
(408) 253-5169



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharma Gaponoff
14104 Retrac Way
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9747



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,

Mr. Dan Esposito
1510 N Rowell Ave
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-4082
(310) 546-3737



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Soltero
14348 Riverside Dr Unit 11
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1743



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanie Greensfelder
1755 Corralitos Ave
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-3012
(805) 544-1755



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Kendra Young
6312 Rainbow Dr
San Jose, CA 95129-3944
(408) 252-8787



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wisniewski
1434 Date St
Martinez, CA 94553-1931
(925) 228-1106



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jedediah Staley
1106 2nd St # 120
Encinitas, CA 92024-5008
(760) 846-0664



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am absolutely OPPOSED to the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals!!
The report also 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 to protect the public!!
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public!   It
uses outdated data 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,
These include the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians!!

At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, tar
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil!!

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water 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!!

PLEASE act for the good of the people and the future of California -
not for more profits for oil companies!

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Webster



6355 Green Valley Cir Unit 111
Culver City, CA 90230-8048
(310) 645-3424



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,

Mr. Leonard Herzog
11006 Exposition Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3126



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alain Langlois
8101 Camino Media Apt 12
Bakersfield, CA 93311-2023



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.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrew Frey
85 N Holliston Ave Apt 12
Pasadena, CA 91106-1929
(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. Rick Robins
17169 Oscar Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-7220
(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. Heather Feemster
2033 San Elijo Ave # 313
Cardiff, CA 92007-1726
(760) 533-9034



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pence
10572 Brier Ln
Santa Ana, CA 92705-1506
(714) 838-2129



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Jennifer Brooks
681
Los Altos, CA 94022



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Connolly
1286 Glenn Haven Dr
Chico, CA 95926-9658
(530) 342-8005



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Meeks
1519 Bancroft St
San Diego, CA 92102-1613
(858) 205-8835



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Spear
PO Box 1109
Topanga, CA 90290-1109
(310) 455-2760



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Liskovec
23100 Via Esplendor Unit 42
Cupertino, CA 95014-6544
(650) 969-5542



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Abram Blackwood
7295 Longmont Loop
Castro Valley, CA 94552-5267
(510) 888-1080



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. Gary and Seraphina Landgrebe
3081 Hannan Ln
Soquel, CA 95073-2523



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Perona
5372 Punta Alta Unit 3e
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-2587



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ketcherside
3960 S Higuera St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-7461



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Eisenberg
5940 Arlington Blvd
Richmond, CA 94805-1135



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Eichen
centinela a
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Sharon Waggoner II
PO Box 720864
Pinon Hills, CA 92372-0864
(760) 868-0968



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,

Mr. Randy And Michelle Davis
155 Lighthouse Way
Vacaville, CA 95688-0100
(707) 453-0788



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jacobs
229 Brannan St Unit 7c
San Francisco, CA 94107-4049



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kovitch
81 Frank Norris St Unit 705
San Francisco, CA 94109-9220



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luis Fuentes
3415 6th Ave Unit 900
San Diego, CA 92103-5056
(619) 295-5647



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 And Douglas Mcmaster
2131 Suncrest St
Atwater, CA 95301-3236



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephanie Clark
1884 Premier Pl
Concord, CA 94520-4050



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,

Mr. Clark Davis
1297 12th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1316
(805) 534-1487



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,

Dr. David Gilbertson
PO Box 3355
Santa Barbara, CA 93130-3355



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Sparks
9636 Texhoma Ave
Northridge, CA 91325-2049



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Buck
410 Paseo Ganso
San Clemente, CA 92672-3522



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lowell Moorcroft
529 34th St
Oakland, CA 94609-3047



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. Alice Labay
475 Rinconada Ct
Benicia, CA 94510-2332



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Madruga
1216 W 6th St
Hanford, CA 93230-4922
(305) 362-6127



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Goldberg
1609 Arbor Dr
Glendale, CA 91202-1301
(818) 246-0111



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sievers
2 K St
San Rafael, CA 94901-1736



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Albert
1235 Waller St Apt 10
San Francisco, CA 94117-2969



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deb Gibbs
13249 Kentucky Flat Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9078
(530) 272-7026



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Roger Seapy
11702 Paseo Bonita
Los Alamitos, CA 90720-4153
(562) 596-7622



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hardee
2505 Virginia St Apt 7
Berkeley, CA 94709-1119



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Ronald Green
3424 Marina Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-2426
(805) 687-7150



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Frederic Reid
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,

Ms. Diana Dee
12814 Victory Blvd
North Hollywood, CA 91606-3013
(818) 782-2641



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. William Gowern
830 E Promenade Unit D
Azusa, CA 91702-6405



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bill
1511 La Esplanada Pl Apt 426
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5972
(707) 523-2110



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Murdoch
15515 W Sunset Blvd
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-3533
(310) 498-1872



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Laura Naismith
1 Arch St
Berkeley, CA 94709-1382
(415) 990-6623



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Marcus
5718 E Scrivener St
Long Beach, CA 90808-3745
(858) 558-6941



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hood
16680 New York House Rd
Brownsville, CA 95919-9713
(530) 675-2339



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Neumann
242 Bennett Ave
Long Beach, CA 90803-1501
(562) 987-2475



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Adams
1992 San Carlos Cir
Roseville, CA 95747-4968



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laurie Miller
26390 Steinhoff Ave
Hemet, CA 92545-9211



Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Feeley
365 Gracie Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-3602
(530) 265-2020



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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.

In the interest of preserving our coastline, our environment, our
climate and our health, please deny the proposed rail transit of crude
oil.  Please make a reasonable decision and protect what is truly
important.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Edgar
5506 Longview Dr
Paradise, CA 95969-5605
(530) 877-1372



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Coahran
220 W K St Apt 1
Los Banos, CA 93635-4055
(209) 710-0490



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ruster
PO Box 61
Rio Nido, CA 95471-0061
(707) 869-3363



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Conrad
14813 Lamoine Dr
Redding, CA 96003-7019
(530) 276-9164



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Mattei
22807 Stagg St
Canoga Park, CA 91304-3643
(818) 703-1510



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. James Lauerman
40233 Courtland Way
Temecula, CA 92591-2509
(951) 265-9705



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pritzker
1261 Rhode Island St
San Francisco, CA 94107-3245
(415) 800-6635



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. Carol Thomas
1613 Aromas Heights Ln
Aromas, CA 95004-9700
(831) 726-3008



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sutton
77 La Salle Ave
Piedmont, CA 94611-3546
(415) 868-9901



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Katz
1320 Addison St Apt A412
Berkeley, CA 94702-1707
(510) 647-3513



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Poore
429 Deodara St
Vacaville, CA 95688-2636



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Eurs Ii
10456 Hampshire Ct
Cypress, CA 90630-4604
(714) 527-4626



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Spadoni
PO Box 430
Rail Road Flat, CA 95248-0430
(209) 293-7160



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cole
1511 E Dorothea Ave
Visalia, CA 93292-1708



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ruster
PO Box 61
Rio Nido, CA 95471-0061
(707) 869-3363



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Lipkind
999 Green St Apt 2001
San Francisco, CA 94133-5400



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Riley
1683 Lisbon Ln
El Cajon, CA 92019-3450
(619) 444-4010



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heidi Hartman
691 Coppertree Ct
Simi Valley, CA 93065-5064



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Patton
1881 Sutter St Apt 105
San Francisco, CA 94115-3234



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kamath
1959 Cloverfield Blvd Apt 118
Santa Monica, CA 90404-4931



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Burtch
4080 Glencoe Ave Unit 303
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-7507



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Scott Stanford
4731 Rolling Oaks Dr
Granite Bay, CA 95746-6101
(916) 555-1212



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Combs
20879 Wilbeam Ave Apt 9
Castro Valley, CA 94546-5821
(510) 754-2918



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Delgadillo
11848 206th St
Lakewood, CA 90715-1415
(562) 924-1618



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,

Mr. Bill Herman
4546 Westridge Dr
Oceanside, CA 92056-2940



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ota
1720 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501-1509



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lana Gridley
113 Regal Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-4641
(805) 925-9056



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Goldsmith
977 Dominican Way
Ukiah, CA 95482-3706



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Santi
1276 Purdue St
San Leandro, CA 94579-1239
(510) 351-3224



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cleo Masur
16024 42nd Ave
Clearlake, CA 95422-9034



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vinu Arumugham
4859 Rahway Dr
San Jose, CA 95111-3843



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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,

Dr. Al Jones
Unlisted
San Jose, CA 95125



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Melin
2636 1/2 Hornblend St
San Diego, CA 92109-4841



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Feezor
510 Miller Ln
Windsor, CA 95492-8068
(707) 837-8095



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Spreitzer
3520 3rd Ave Apt 110
San Diego, CA 92103-4935
(619) 341-2733



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rosenthal
1255 10th St Unit 202
Santa Monica, CA 90401-1915
(310) 260-7794



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Zabriskie
1547 Warwick Ave
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-3551
(805) 497-1775



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelsey Baker
9 Driftwood Ave
Novato, CA 94945-1729
(415) 893-0230



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Simmons
1427 Grove St
San Diego, CA 92102-1730
(859) 278-4903



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,

Ms. Julienne May
2002 Hillsboro Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-1119
(310) 558-3705



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. Stephanie Stern Lazarus
1710 Virginia Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90019-5936
(323) 394-4525



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,

Dr. Scott Crass
915 Raymond Ave
Long Beach, CA 90804-4635
(562) 987-1805



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannin Resendes
2 Kinsdale Blvd - 303
Etobicoke, CA 90211



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Gareth Loy
PO Box 151185
San Rafael, CA 94915-1185
(415) 927-2916



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
2100 Goldorado Trl
El Dorado, CA 95623-4522



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air,
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks-- particularly for children and
the elderly--of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. Especially during a time of extreme drought, SLO must not
approve this project, creating contamination risk for the rest of our
state.  But even if there were not a drought, the risk of contamination
is too high and is therefore unacceptable.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon-intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader in addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA.  Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Digesti
535 Bret Harte Rd
San Rafael, CA 94901-5172



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As someone who lives near another oil train site, I am deeply concerned
about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 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 ask that the San Luis Obispo
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors reject the Phillips
66 proposed rail spur. This project would create significant,
unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for local communities and our
climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Claman
347 W Bissell Ave
Richmond, CA 94801-3428
(510) 235-1930



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claire Dudan
50 Layman Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-6312



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Poor
55 Forest Ln
San Rafael, CA 94903-3242
(415) 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. Robert Sansone, MD
456 Robles Way
Vallejo, CA 94591-8037



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Linder
839 Bend Ave
San Jose, CA 95136-1804



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,

Mr. Ron Hansen
3109 Athene Ct
Concord, CA 94519-2228
691-4634



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cadosi Wilson
1421 W Dry Creek Rd
Healdsburg, CA 95448-9131
(707) 433-2177



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wolske
PO Box 6282
Chico, CA 95927-6282



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Colotti
1750 Gravenstein Hwy S
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ali Alaverdi
19341 Overlook Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95030-4183
(408) 348-0652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Amundson
5601 E Orangethorpe Ave
Anaheim, CA 92807-1585



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lassen
583 Colusa Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1530
(510) 524-6028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Babbini
303 W 8th St
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5419



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fraser
720 Ashland Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4512
(310) 399-0418



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ramsey
1626 Colusa Ave
Davis, CA 95616-3131
(530) 758-7155



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 McReynolds
247 Oakes Blvd
San Leandro, CA 94577-2828



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Casey
9280 Lake Murray Blvd Unit G
San Diego, CA 92119-1475
(619) 964-8359



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Aharonian
7339 Irvine Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605-3944



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen Robins
PO Box 640063
San Jose, CA 95164-0063
(877) 486-9273



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lauren Meredith
887 28th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-3513
(415) 221-9599



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Poncia
PO Box 971
Lower Lake, CA 95457-0971
(707) 995-2047



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Korson
3663 Harrison St
Riverside, CA 92503-4264
(951) 689-4352



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,

Ms. Ponni Subbiah
480 Mission Bay Blvd N Unit 1306
San Francisco, CA 94158-2176



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Farber
2874 Jackson St
San Francisco, CA 94115-1146
(415) 346-8461



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Benveniste
7774 W Zayante Rd
Felton, CA 95018-9440
(831) 423-8108



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helene Whitson
1824 Arch St
Berkeley, CA 94709-1310
(510) 849-4689



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nanette Cronk
11499 Glen Rd
Truckee, CA 96161-4923
(530) 582-1407



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Haase
240 Chestnut Ave Apt 808
Long Beach, CA 90802-2943



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cornell
PO Box 99
Mill Valley, CA 94942-0099



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Riskin
891 Paseo Ferrelo
Santa Barbara, CA 93103-2131
(805) 963-1189



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheri Pann
1116 Palms Blvd
Venice, CA 90291-3525
(310) 399-1469



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Luerra Hammond
23 Duval Dr
South San Francisco, CA 94080-1133



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzanne Miller
768 Bangor St
Pomona, CA 91767-2400



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dena Thaler
6015 Chabolyn Ter
Oakland, CA 94618-1948
(510) 547-2789



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Take steps to prevent a disaster now by not caving in to a large
corporation. When a disaster happens, the oil companies only do one
thing: Leave the cleanup to the taxpayers. Just do the sensible 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,

Ms. Jackie Dove
PO Box 22275
San Francisco, CA 94122-0275



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robyn Virga
2404 Larkspur Ln
Sacramento, CA 95825-4126



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jordan
324 Teton Cir
Placentia, CA 92870-1429



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Becker
14257 Roblar Pl
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4017
(818) 789-9944



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

North Dakota has been destroyed by oil and I am deeply concerned about
the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Clark
419 Roberta Ave
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-3805
(925) 934-3841



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. Don't let it go
through.

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. So why are they even thinking about trying to run with
the proposal?

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. They aren't telling all.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment--almost inevitable--near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer would contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought,
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the
rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of their mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any 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. Loren and Mrs. Ute Lee
1055 N Kingsley Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90029-1207



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dean
4390 Patterson Dr Unit 275
Diamond Springs, CA 95619-9464
(760) 213-0920



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Fisk
10956 Caminito Cuesta
San Diego, CA 92131-3573
(858) 578-8119



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bockley
5858 Lucas Valley Rd
Nicasio, CA 94946-9703



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pat Herrera-Duran
526 Shepard St
San Pedro, CA 90731-7135



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maura Shannon
5421 Lawton Ave
Oakland, CA 94618-1109
(510) 658-6185



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sullivan
1549 Princeton St
Santa Monica, CA 90404-3530



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karynn Merkel
833 Everding St
Eureka, CA 95503-5402
(111) 111-1111



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Adela Valdez
4205 45th St
San Diego, CA 92115-4808



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Golding
3706 Quigley St
Oakland, CA 94619-1364
(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. Michael Sixtus
8353 Rumson Dr
Santee, CA 92071-2252
(619) 448-8707



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rothchild
1302 Lower Highland Way
Watsonville, CA 95076-0165



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lily Li
752 3rd Ave
San Bruno, CA 94066-3618
(650) 952-3018



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Liechty
766 Filip Rd
Los Altos, CA 94024-4909
(650) 965-3898



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. ALICE DEHNER
201 Reinecke Ct
Lincoln, CA 95648-8789
(916) 253-9035



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Miriam Abramowitsch
3009a Brook St
Oakland, CA 94611-5715
(510) 735-9419



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Matson
8943 Park Trail Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95624-2728
(916) 685-2867



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andre Tarverdians
6531 Hopedale Ct
San Diego, CA 92120-3211



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alexander Schindler
149 Montecito Ave Apt 304
Oakland, CA 94610-4585



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fairbanks
210 Brazil St
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-5603



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Robertson
17734 Devonshire St Unit 3
Northridge, CA 91325-1202



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Erb
2456 Carmel St
Oakland, CA 94602-3014
(510) 482-0253



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hancock
1900 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3207
(510) 548-7337



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Koivisto
1556 Great Hwy Apt 101
San Francisco, CA 94122-2856
(415) 564-0706



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Tom Wendel
724 21st St
Sacramento, CA 95811-1704
(916) 446-4384



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie Aharonian
7339 Irvine Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605-3944



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

So how many people do you think just "might" be affected by a
derailing of the proposed "oil by rail" trains???!!!   Let's
just decide NOT TO ALLOW THIS HEINOUS ACTION!!!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayna Uransky
1653 Kimtu Rd
Garberville, CA 95542-9605
(707) 923-9363



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Regina Inez Baker
4197 Cherry Oaks Pl
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3842



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Harris
68 Yale Rd
Menlo Park, CA 94025-5335
(650) 327-7134



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sheets
1620 Shirley St
Merced, CA 95341-5261
(209) 388-9268



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We, the U.S., should be promoting cleaner, renewable forms of energy!
We should be global leaders.  We have the technology, but lack the
insight and support to make it happen in a timely manner.  We should no
longer be using dirty and dangerous fossil fuels and/or nukes.  No form
of energy use is perfect, but there are certain forms that are much
less damaging.  If the govt had supported these forms as they have
funded fossil fuels and nukes for the past one or two decades, we would
be in a much better position on Earth today!  No one cried for wagon
makers when the car replaced wagons.  The economy will right itself -
we need to give it that chance!

W/that said - I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining



process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mala Wingerd
7188 Melotte St
San Diego, CA 92119-1618



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. Jan Saxton
3860a Anzar Rd
Aromas, CA 95004-9625
(831) 726-9906



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Yacko
2987 Camino De Las Piedras
El Cajon, CA 92019-2853
(760) 735-3338



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide cand cancer-causing
chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory
disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rocco Colella
575 Crownpointe Cir
Vacaville, CA 95687-5548
(707) 451-8501



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.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gonsalves
1497 Los Rios Dr
San Jose, CA 95120-4825
(408) 268-3432



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Berry
615 Healdsburg Ave
Unit 220
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5168



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Allen Bennett
447 Nevada St
San Francisco, CA 94110-6123



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Holdenwhite
123
Huntington Beach, CA 92647



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Evelyn Mccahon
2115 Montana Ave
Shasta Lake, CA 96019-9267
(530) 605-0776



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Connor
PO Box 3317
54227 Pine Crest Avenue,
Idyllwild, CA 92549-3317



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Anderson
PO Box 6146
Vallejo, CA 94591-6146
(707) 557-3778



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Watts
16217 Sunset Trl
Riverside, CA 92506-5843
(951) 906-3067



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Watson
8190 Grape Ave
Forestville, CA 95436-9649



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wolf Bostedt
642
Poirier St., CA 94609



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 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,

Dr. Richard Boylan
6731 Juniper Ln
Placerville, CA 95667-7008
(916) 422-7479



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 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. Janet Seltzer
1435 Thousand Oaks Blvd
Albany, CA 94706-1444



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Ted Beedy
12213 Half Moon Way
Nevada City, CA 95959-9648
(530) 274-7232



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bowden
810 Begonia St
Escondido, CA 92027-1722
(760) 755-5336



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a lifelong  of San Luis Obispo County and resident of Nipomo for the
last 25 years, I am already aware of frequent transgressions of safe
practices at the Phillips refinery, as we often smell releases of
offensive gases, most often on weekends and evenings, when, I suppose,
the Air Pollution people are less likely to be monitoring them. With
this as background, I am fearful of any escalation of activity at this
plant.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Rodriguez
PO Box 1153
Nipomo, CA 93444-1153
(805) 929-6009



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amie Barber
7400 Fountain Ave Apt D
West Hollywood, CA 90046-5621



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Steve Wexler
2342 Lomita St # A
Camarillo, CA 93010-6631
(805) 482-9836



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Audrey Lee
2024 W Elm St
Lodi, CA 95242-2862
(209) 333-7869



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Joe Santone
2963 Dorothy Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-4613
(925) 830-4657



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Weinstock
3600 Harbor Blvd
Oxnard, CA 93035-4136



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Louise L Muller
39582 Via Temprano
Murrieta, CA 92563-5518
(951) 677-0652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hall
5252 Balboa Arms Dr Unit 291
San Diego, CA 92117-4943
(858) 598-5501



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shaia
8103 San Fernando Rd
Sun Valley, CA 91352-4005
(818) 768-2159



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Schaffer
4577 55th St
San Diego, CA 92115-3601
(703) 919-6948



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caryl Sherpa
33 Sunset Way
San Rafael, CA 94901-1641
(415) 895-8271



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elise Tidrick
1838 Point Reyes Pl
Davis, CA 95616-6652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Henry Weinberg
835 Puente Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-2032
(805) 570-1663



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Remy
44 Paso Hondo
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-8902
(831) 659-0204



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Melvyn Nefsky
13701 Marina Pointe Dr Apt 129
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-9240
(424) 228-4243



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Cowgill
2231 20th St Apt 1
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1745
(310) 396-5214



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stark
1915 El Dorado Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-2404



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Armer
1700 De Anza Blvd Apt 114
San Mateo, CA 94403-3967
(650) 777-5404



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Glover
PO Box 6534
Malibu, CA 90264-6534



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Green
7822 Prestwick Cir
San Jose, CA 95135-2146



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. E Rich
428 Sherwood Dr
Sausalito, CA 94965-1067



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 K
17th St
San Francisco, CA 94114



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Miller
113 Woodland Ave
San Rafael, CA 94901-5117
(415) 336-2959



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lynch
44881 N El Macero Dr
El Macero, CA 95618-1071
(530) 753-1171



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Jennings
602 Chestnut St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3646
(831) 429-1760



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marsha Hudson
114 Los Altos Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3334
(831) 425-8167



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shannon Rossiter
384 Post St
San Francisco, CA 94108-4902



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ian MacKenzie
48705 Sedum Rd
Fremont, CA 94539-8050
(510) 270-5552



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Esther Gallagher
8355 Marek Rd
Los Molinos, CA 96055-9703
(415) 821-4490



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jonaitis
2027 N Curson Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2209



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Catron
580 Ahwanee Ave Spc 62
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-3124
(408) 735-8479



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kristen Koster
18848 Bernardo Trails Dr
San Diego, CA 92128-1150



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Moller
PO Box 443
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-0443
(408) 336-2766



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hembry
201 Marchmont Dr
Los Gatos, CA 95032-5604
(408) 356-1908



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hoose
718 Teresi Ct Apt 3
San Jose, CA 95117-2550



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanine Counselman
5804 Rich Hill Dr
Orangevale, CA 95662-4727
(916) 988-2312



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Beverly Harju
2528 Burgener Blvd
San Diego, CA 92110-1124
(619) 550-8038



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lane
3509 Udall St
San Diego, CA 92106-1648
(619) 225-8911



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Gregorian
3906 Linwood Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-1628



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. Ray Jarosz
PO Box 301
19151 Meadow Crk Ln
Montgomery Creek, CA 96065-0301
(530) 232-6134



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katie Levine
1335 Clay St Apt 5
San Francisco, CA 94109-4184
(415) 441-8739



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. K Perlman
Kenneth Dr.
Aptos, CA 95003-5010



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mahara Bocanegra
Newlin Ave
Whittier, CA 90602



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Lyon
1334 19th St Apt 4
Santa Monica, CA 90404-1943
(310) 828-1388



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wolfe
699 Gravenstein Hwy N Apt 24
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2832



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lichtenwalner
PO Box 473
Stinson Beach, CA 94970-0473
(415) 868-9345



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Courtney Falotico-Zamudio
534 Dudley Ave Apt 10
San Jose, CA 95128-2002
(408) 858-4979



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Badgley
15 Alturas Way
Mill Valley, CA 94941-4421
(415) 381-4971



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Janis Dolnick
7720 Bodega Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3580
(707) 829-9114



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. Oil trains are
detrimental to the wide range of businesses that make up the California
economy.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pierce Macdonald
2540 Damuth St
Oakland, CA 94602-3012
(510) 459-6092



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Topik
7 Dickens Ct
Irvine, CA 92617-4028
(949) 856-3045



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schwartz
1657 Hopper Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-8617
(707) 571-1862



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Re: the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. F Hammer
1490 Chestnut St
San Francisco, CA 94123-3159



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Anderson
1451 Bushy Tail St
Roseville, CA 95747-4660
(916) 872-4933



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Andrea Anaya
14802 Newport Ave
Tustin, CA 92780-6184
(657) 600-8379



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meg Ziegleder
2627 Shasta Rd
Clearlake Oaks, CA 95423-9598
(707) 350-1454



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Branden Faber
2225 Glenneyre St
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-3660
(949) 494-9875



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Gleason
3329 Brittan Ave Apt 5
San Carlos, CA 94070-3439
(650) 394-4919



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kelso
5531 Kester Ave Apt 101
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411-4211
(818) 487-8649



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,

Miss Erika Vargas
462 Maylin St
Pasadena, CA 91105-1630
(626) 584-9976



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Patty Holbert
400 Ponza Ln
Soquel, CA 95073-9528
(831) 462-0788



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Storhoff
257 Camino San Clemente
San Clemente, CA 92672-3703
(949) 429-6036



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcrae
32105 Buena Ventura Rd
Winchester, CA 92596-9476



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maris Sidenstecker
478 Argos Cir
Watsonville, CA 95076-4442
(831) 722-8157



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Armando A. Garcia
16710 Orange Ave Unit F35
Paramount, CA 90723-6856



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kalyn McCloud
PO Box 2244
Port Hueneme, CA 93044-2244



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Panza
18863 Dog Bar Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9513



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Ross Davis
2550 Filbert St
San Francisco, CA 94123-3318
(415) 674-1792



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,

Dr. Adele Arellano
4124 Crondall Dr
Sacramento, CA 95864-6080
(916) 717-1679



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sultana
717 Ocean Front Walk
Venice, CA 90291-3243



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Morris
21 Village Pkwy
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2852
(310) 450-7537



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carter
2149 E Norma Ave
West Covina, CA 91791-1937
(626) 966-4978



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Snyder
2431 Palace Dr
San Diego, CA 92123-3619
(858) 560-9028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Josinaldo Costa
130 E Chapman Ave Apt 248
Fullerton, CA 92832-1992



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,

Dr. Sharon Sprouse
9728 Carmel Mountain Rd
San Diego, CA 92129-2849
(858) 484-1260



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Gladstone
744 Orange Ave
Los Altos, CA 94022-3948
.



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,

Miss Melody Ross
10445 Mast Blvd Apt 119
Santee, CA 92071-5318
(619) 449-9269



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Sheets
1620 Shirley St
Merced, CA 95341-5261



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ladeana Young
111 Via Jucar
Newport Beach, CA 92663-4909
(949) 673-4484



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hughes
48 Carmelita Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2049



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Endicott
2043 19th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1253
(415) 731-3703



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Harrison
1924 Mathews Ave Unit C
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-2902
(310) 508-7925



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Marman
4718 Adenmoor Ave
Lakewood, CA 90713-2302
(562) 421-8063



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Alper
707 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2830



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgia Broughton
24164 Tossano Dr
Valencia, CA 91355-2050
(661) 607-6568



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betsy Andersen
200 Orange Ave
Coronado, CA 92118-1440
(619) 913-5107



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis & Jan Ruby
13260 Skyline Blvd
Woodside, CA 94062-4561
(650) 851-2121



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bibby
6033 Westbrook Dr
Citrus Heights, CA 95621-4825
(916) 723-3585



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Homeyra Eshaghi
1 Clover St
San Francisco, CA 94114-2326
(650) 759-7891



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scott
1615 O St Apt 103
Sacramento, CA 95814-5019
(916) 821-0808



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Finch
235 Montgomery Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3012



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tabitha Maya
10 Miner St
Bakersfield, CA 93305-2425
(661) 374-4189



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lethridge
358 60th St
Oakland, CA 94618-1212
(510) 655-0418



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Biggins
PO Box 1387
Ukiah, CA 95482-1387
(707) 462-0311



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Miranda Leiva
4950 Coldwater Canyon Ave Apt 23
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-2206
(818) 985-1374



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Meuser
88 S Broadway Unit 3112
Millbrae, CA 94030-3074
(650) 689-5272



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Ellsmore
PO Box 422
Sierra City, CA 96125-0422



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Edward Fujimoto
1136 Meridian Way
Rocklin, CA 95765-4751
(951) 398-8104



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jensen
706 Diablo Way
Emerald Hills, CA 94062-3917



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ute Eng
9806 Foxtail Pl
Salinas, CA 93907-1021



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,

Ms. Jo-Ann Savoia
1952 Loma Vista St
Pasadena, CA 91104-4028
(626) 791-3322



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hal Forsen
204 Avenida Serra
San Clemente, CA 92672-4708
(949) 498-6489



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vinit Allen
19345 Moon Ridge Rd
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467-8605
(707) 987-9545



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Savage
PO Box 100
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546-0100
(760) 934-9420



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laquitta Andrews
19674 Soulsbyville Rd
Soulsbyville, CA 95372-9741



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Flores
4954 Manomet St
San Diego, CA 92113-2032
(619) 777-0530



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Edmondson
638 Sheri Ln
Danville, CA 94526-3934



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Andrea Hodges
8770 Carmel Valley Rd
Carmel, CA 93923-9578



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brookman
5316 Cowell Blvd
Davis, CA 95618-4453
(707) 290-1953



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kendra Knight
1557 Albemarle Way
Burlingame, CA 94010-4657



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wells
21 Los Altos Sq
Los Altos, CA 94022-1467



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Meinhardt
PO Box 514
Rutherford, CA 94573-0514



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Walter Reed
16530 Lockwood Valley Rd
Frazier Park, CA 93225-9392
(661) 245-1443



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Baxter
PO Box 135
Cedarville, CA 96104-0135
(530) 569-0119



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Krupinski
15215 Dickens St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-3363



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kimball
15780 Castroville Blvd
Castroville, CA 95012-9739
(831) 663-9776



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Arauz
3501 Bellflower Dr
Antioch, CA 94531-6720
(650) 454-4192



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kirk
2360 Redwood Rd Apt 238
Napa, CA 94558-3287
(707) 256-0714



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. Brian Pettit
1312 Lawton Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-5516
(323) 203-7326



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda Bragno
119 Achor Ct
Modesto, CA 95354-0309
(209) 524-9607



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en 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.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I strongly urge the San Luis Obispo
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the
Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates significant,
unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarie Bryson
300 Rolling Oaks Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91361-1269



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Edgren
2424 Shawnee Ct
Fairfield, CA 94534-7138
(510) 558-4031



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lackey
3338 Fosca St
Carlsbad, CA 92009-7836



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Eggers
221 Mullen Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110-5331
(415) 647-4490



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aimee Bell
2274 Cloverfield Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1821
(310) 452-9401



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.

In addition encouraging transit and refining of petroleum products
totally violates essential efforts to reduce greenhouse gases.  We must
do absolutely everything possible to discourage, not encourage anything
relating to more burning of petroleum products.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Moss
4010 Orme St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3136
(650) 493-2178



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Golembiewski
1004 Everglades Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-3845



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Frank
243 Holyoke St
San Francisco, CA 94134-1439



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Champeau
3076 Marlow Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-6939
(707) 576-0886



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Gerald & Janice Haslam
PO Box 969
Penngrove, CA 94951-0969
(707) 792-2944



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lionel Mares
12032 Neenach St
Sun Valley, CA 91352-3043
(818) 767-8103



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Roberts
1388 Haight St # 59
San Francisco, CA 94117-2909
(707) 832-2198



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hansen
19750 State Route 89 Spc 13
Markleeville, CA 96120-9547
(530) 694-1009



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Carter
1736 Dolores St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5439
(415) 989-4800



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Residing in a community associated with major rail transport route
causes me to support acting to reduce the danger present in near futile
efforts to extract and use the last ounce of fossils fuel.

Save defense supplies, enter the future with solar and wind engery.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Monroe
2282 Santa Anita Rd
Norco, CA 92860-2231
(951) 272-3385



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Julian Chazin
13956 San Pablo Ave
Apt 213
San Pablo, CA 94806-5301
(510) 859-6794



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vince Harper
1531 E San Carlos Ave
Orange, CA 92865-1524
(714) 283-2380



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Levin
25 Van Ness Ave
San Francisco, CA 94102-6033
(415) 252-4600



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. Karen Jones
123 Main St
Sonoma, CA 95476-6513
(800) 555-1234



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 White
36 Turnagain Rd
Kentfield, CA 94904-2742
(415) 461-0313



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mello
450 Wildberry Dr
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9075
(831) 338-4817



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Melinkoff
4968 Reforma Rd
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-2935



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Smith
766 W Wilson St Apt E
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2985
(949) 548-4927



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. Michael Hall
610 Island Pl
Redwood City, CA 94065-1556
(650) 598-0537



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Becker
229 San Vicente Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1520



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,

Dr. Howard Cohen
3272 Cowper St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3004
(650) 555-1212



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Mccombs
622 Via Umbroso
San Clemente, CA 92672-6014



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ursela Rabe
xxx
Penn Valley, CA 95946



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Lewin
Sea Cliff
San Francisco, CA 94121



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Torsone
424 Prospect Ave
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-4938
(310) 921-8351



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joette Snyder
22545 Schoolcraft St
West Hills, CA 91307-2636
(818) 456-4710



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are opposed to the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Palter
1506 Corinth Ave Apt 402
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3297
(310) 477-4726



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,

Mrs. Amy Gonzales
16830 Kittansett Pl
Fontana, CA 92336-1223
(909) 357-0507



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Crook
2320 K St Apt B
Sacramento, CA 95816-5028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shadle
2449 W Ball Rd Apt 1
Anaheim, CA 92804-5257
(714) 357-4867



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board 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 don't
risk the lives of yours and my children and grandchildren with this
garbage passing through our countryside.  I pledge to drive less, and
already have solar power for my business.  All of us can do these
things pretty easily and the extra money is worth the investment in our
futures.

Sincerely,

Dr. Cristine Mincheff
PO Box 6977
San Carlos, CA 94070-6977



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnson
790 Lenzen Ave Apt 344
San Jose, CA 95126-2775
(650) 669-4860



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 R Mitchell
5440 Baltimore Dr Unit 149
La Mesa, CA 91942-2064
(619) 741-4284



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Ortiz
11960 Old Stone Rd
Poway, CA 92064-6163
(858) 679-7703



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aylene Kovary
13941 Huston St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1902
(818) 906-0351



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marla Wyatt
12865 Lantana Ave
Yucaipa, CA 92399-4914
(909) 797-0538



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kelly Piper
816 Windham St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3446



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melinda Fox
23992 Crossbill Cir
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1734
(949) 831-8177



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Flannery
363 40th St
Oakland, CA 94609-2608
(510) 923-1293



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,

Mr. Bill Harmon
60 Wilson Way Spc 61
Milpitas, CA 95035-2518



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Dumbelton
8312 Canyon Oak Dr
Citrus Heights, CA 95610-0730
(916) 722-1572



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bradley
1819 12th St
Santa Monica, CA 90404-4636



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nourse
PO Box 429
Vineburg, CA 95487-0429
(707) 996-3808



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernest Boyd
1069 Greco Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-2747
(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. Gregg Kawczynski
3905 OliveAve
Long Beach, CA 90807



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bradford Lee Steele, Ph.D.
17260 Coyote Dr
Springville, CA 93265-9374



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Trisha Hamera
5415 Myrtle Dr
Loomis, CA 95650-9203



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Quinn
1084 Solana Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-3906
(858) 509-7701



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Carol Mock
287 Hirsch Ter
Fremont, CA 94536-1601
(510) 795-1182



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,

Ms. Cristina Pinkard
2039 Donovan Ct
San Jose, CA 95125-5911
(408) 369-0833



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,

Mrs. Ruth Cardenas
14264 Minorca Cv
Del Mar, CA 92014-2933



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 McDuffie
11565 Erwin St
North Hollywood, CA 91606-4823
(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. William Mitchell
5511 Fernhoff Rd
Oakland, CA 94619-3165
(510) 414-6512



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mccormick
23602 Via Paloma
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-4123
(949) 589-5749



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Gutierrez
45825 Abronia Trl
Palm Desert, CA 92260-4910
(760) 346-4066



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jo Ann Lamar
5002 Big Bend Rd
Oroville, CA 95965-9743
(530) 533-0373



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rowland
8215 O Donovan Rd
Creston, CA 93432-9748
(805) 234-0239



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Meteraud-ortiz
11960 Old Stone Rd
Poway, CA 92064-6163
(858) 679-7703



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thomas
80 Lincoln Dr
Ventura, CA 93001-3230
(805) 643-6689



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Grace Feldmann
4896 Lookout Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-9785



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. Florence Schwartz
150 Lombard St Apt 505
San Francisco, CA 94111-6221



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Temple
361 Hollister Ct
San Leandro, CA 94577-2008



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hounshell
872 Rolling Oak Ct
Modesto, CA 95351-4518



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melynda Quinn
1218 Meredith Way
Folsom, CA 95630-7325
(916) 984-0845



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darin Poage
365 Bonair St Apt 8
La Jolla, CA 92037-5940



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Felton Davis
2021 Villa Dr Apt 105
Bay Point, CA 94565-7969



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Fallon
6151 Orange St
Los Angeles, CA 90048-4857



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thomas
3900 Edenvale Pl
Oakland, CA 94605-2235
(510) 569-6239



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ramona Zulch
4146 Thain Way
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3928



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,

Ms. J Holland
PO Box 1792
Sausalito, CA 94966-1792



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eva Thomas
100 Laughing Cow Rd
Woodside, CA 94062-4307
(650) 851-8641



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brandon Jay
14938 Camden Ave
San Jose, CA 95124-2801
(408) 320-9452



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Candy Jennings
2106 San Vicente Ave
Long Beach, CA 90815-3261
(562) 493-4936



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Huwe
116 N Helberta Ave Apt B
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-3117
(310) 379-8563



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Turlo
116 Palos Verdes Blvd Apt C
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-5811
(310) 791-8662



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carlson
PO Box 3753
Eureka, CA 95502-3753



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryle Besemer
5159 Del Mar Mesa Rd
San Diego, CA 92130-6812
(858) 755-2987



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Tiffany Ruiz-Murillo
2508 N Naomi St
Burbank, CA 91504-3238
(818) 644-5990



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cobb
20311 Kilbride Dr
Saratoga, CA 95070-4341
(408) 867-5189



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Furst
PO Box 199
8528 Desert Shadows Rd.
Joshua Tree, CA 92252-0199
(310) 968-8833



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 and Dawn Maghakian
175 Ridgeview Ter
Hercules, CA 94547-1981
(510) 724-1786



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This is literally an accident waiting
to happen.   This project presents significant and unacceptable risks
to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rossoff
4154 Opal St
Oakland, CA 94609-2618



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,

Ms. Karen Ratzlaff
645 Carr Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2820
(707) 575-8574



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Deisha Garcia
1277 Branham Ln
San Jose, CA 95118-3738
(408) 556-1234



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Careena Chase
PO Box 3275
Idyllwild, CA 92549-3275



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nishizaki
1105 Hopkins Dr
Dixon, CA 95620-2624
(707) 678-4074



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Stemler
2111 Humboldt Ave
Davis, CA 95616-3000
(530) 757-7276



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Booth
1
Richmond, CA 94805-1225
(510) 233-6639



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brady
1442a Walnut St # 357
Berkeley, CA 94709-1496



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mone
PO Box 223
Trinidad, CA 95570-0223
(707) 677-0862



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,

Dr. Mary Morgan
10538 Flora Verda Ct
Santee, CA 92071-5902
(619) 312-1235



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. Jim And Alison Williams
3405 Gold Ridge Trl
Pollock Pines, CA 95726-9248
(530) 748-3948



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,

Ms. Tracey Silva
13550 Morro Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-2003



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janeen Moore
5515 Radford Ave
Valley Village, CA 91607-2215
(818) 761-1181



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Yoskowitz
2183 De Mille Rd
Paradise, CA 95969-6606
(530) 872-5507



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jones
2844 Garber St
Berkeley, CA 94705-1315
(510) 548-1090



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed & Gloria Witucki
10720 Melvin Ave
Northridge, CA 91326-2231
(818) 363-1760



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Braginsky
124 Littlefield Rd
Monterey, CA 93940-4926
(831) 646-2056



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bragg
5 Lone Pne
Irvine, CA 92604-4663
(949) 559-9199



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Armstrong
10346 Jeffery Pine Rd
Truckee, CA 96161-2183
(530) 587-2515



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Mcguire
4022 Hawkmount Way
San Ramon, CA 94582-9190
(925) 968-0489



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Reese
440 Camino Flora Vis
San Clemente, CA 92673-6900
(949) 369-0747



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,

Mrs. Elda Eller
25878 Lomas Verdes St
Redlands, CA 92373-8404



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clive Chafer
754 Rand Ave Apt 5
Oakland, CA 94610-2237
(510) 536-4036



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Branson
483 E Alvarado St
Pomona, CA 91767-4739
(909) 629-8652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Hansen
6380 Omo Ranch Rd
Somerset, CA 95684-9547



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Molly Schminke
1121a Chaucer St
Berkeley, CA 94702-2032
(415) 596-7309



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Marwood
2252 6th Ave
San Diego, CA 92101-2107
(612) 546-9548



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anabel Royer
426 Norfolk St
Cambria, CA 93428-2713



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Phyllis Lager
5349 Theresa Way
Livermore, CA 94550-2342



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,

Mr. Richard Robinson
28 Dover Pl
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-7229
(310) 546-4745



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Butterfield
2440 Wood St
Eureka, CA 95501-4759
(707) 443-2472



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ayesha Vavrek
2531 Regent St
Berkeley, CA 94704-2962



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Nicolina Sposaro
1604 E 4th St
National City, CA 91950-2711
(619) 477-0212



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candra Neff
14785 Curtis Cir
Sonora, CA 95370-7504
(209) 532-5441



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Foote
20670 Via Amarilla
Yorba Linda, CA 92886-3131
(714) 970-7790



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ivonne Ortiz
1150 Dawson Dr
Dixon, CA 95620-2106



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Branson
483 E Alvarado St
Pomona, CA 91767-4739
(909) 629-8652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Max Silva
605 Northview Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-4014



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Raina Schally
PO Box 28
El Granada, CA 94018-0028



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Michio Kaku
PO Box 22554
Carmel, CA 93922-0554



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. Kathleen Bungarz
PO Box 30227
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-9227
(925) 788-4614



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ward
4021 Alameda Dr
San Diego, CA 92103-1607
(619) 298-2430



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I hope you are reading these messages!  I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fran Watson
9734 Jamacha Blvd
Spring Valley, CA 91977-5227
(619) 469-2639



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

Mrs. Kathleen La Chance
5073 Nippy Ln
Anderson, CA 96007-9179
(503) 227-4949



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hansen
19750 State Route 89 Spc 13
Markleeville, CA 96120-9547
(530) 694-1009



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Linda Dow
1720 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1506
(909) 815-9195



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kyra Legaroff
5113 Panama Ave
Richmond, CA 94804-5451



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aldo Borzoni
3551 Wildwood Ln
Lafayette, CA 94549-4319



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Diane Etchison
422 Plaza Estival
San Clemente, CA 92672-3539
(949) 388-0709



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Crawford
1809 S Orange Grove Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019-5050
(323) 938-1607



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Little
PO Box 733
Garden Valley, CA 95633-0733



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroll Fowler
243 Poplar Ave
Hayward, CA 94541-3806



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachele Mechem
901 Stanyan St
San Francisco, CA 94117-3806



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 bausano
5024 Match Ct
Richmond, CA 94806-5899
(510) 223-2742



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Spotts
61464 Adobe Dr
Joshua Tree, CA 92252-2708
(760) 366-7896



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Santos
3900 Witzel Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4610



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hill Penfold
7661 Le Berthon St
Tujunga, CA 91042-1232
(818) 352-4954



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 White
2542 Overhill Ln
Davis, CA 95616-3051
(858) 337-3461



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please, please heed these words:

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Schilling
601 E D St
Petaluma, CA 94952-3213



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Birgit Hermann
627 Page St Apt 7
San Francisco, CA 94117-2594
(415) 621-7514



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Berliner
2160 Laurel Canyon Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2004
(323) 650-9728



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. stephanie lark
5225 E Coralite St
Long Beach, CA 90808-3411



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jordan
6224 Condon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90056-1906
(323) 292-2854



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Micki Stickford
18218 Purdon Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9487



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Matson
1161 Turquoise Way
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-4344



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlene Locke
17994 Firestone Rd
Hayward, CA 94541-4617
(510) 783-0484



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Srihari Yamanoor
142 N 9th St Apt A
San Jose, CA 95112-3589
(650) 387-1207



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gorner
610 Mountain Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-8564



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gotvald
528 Monti Cir
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-2736



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Dycus
1523 San Elijo Rd S Unit 207
San Marcos, CA 92078-2050



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jessica Ramirez
6621 W 86th Pl Apt 108
Westchester, CA 90045-3763
(310) 568-8732



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Blythe
555 Morgan Ln
Dixon, CA 95620-2464
(707) 693-1291



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Alfaro
424 Gold Ave
Felton, CA 95018-9637



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elwin Greer
3366 Rutgers Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-3458
(562) 421-8914



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arline Mathews
10027 Casaba Ave
Chatsworth, CA 91311-3926
(818) 349-0428



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bianchi
242 S Encinal Ave
Ojai, CA 93023-2156



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sargis
820 Highland Ave
San Mateo, CA 94401-5218



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Moricca
2618 Sonoma Way
Pinole, CA 94564-1216
(510) 758-5960



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. J Mc Ewen
PO Box 1781
Idyllwild, CA 92549-1781
(951) 659-4705



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wasielewski
5961 Edmonds Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-3704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Borgardt
3771 Coldwater Dr
Rocklin, CA 95765-4612



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Evans
2531 Carlow Ln
El Cajon, CA 92020-2077
(619) 462-5986



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cliff Johnson
801 Arnold Way Apt 215
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019-2385
(650) 726-7109



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lieberman
36660 Annapolis Rd
Annapolis, CA 95412-9752
(707) 886-5116



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Gary Lapid
248 Walker Dr Apt 7
Mountain View, CA 94043-2167
(650) 938-3539



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,

Ms. Nancy Hiestand
526 S Campus Way
Davis, CA 95616-3523
(530) 756-1796



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Schmitt
4017 Randolph St
San Diego, CA 92103-1712
(619) 295-3535



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 J. McVein
1091 Vale View Dr
Vista, CA 92081-6731
(760) 941-0086



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Priscilla Quirk
4555 Shirley Ann Pl
San Diego, CA 92116-2827



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Leon Starkman
3601 Valley Vista Rd
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-4036
(925) 932-1144



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.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bohac
PO Box 1730
Twain Harte, CA 95383-1730
(209) 586-7405



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Harley Sebastian-Lewis
7713 Manet Pkwy
Sacramento, CA 95823-3043



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,

Ms. Jennifer Frank
24 Parklane Dr
Orinda, CA 94563-3237
(415) 383-9543



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jenn Baldwin
25761 Silver Canyon Ct
Castro Valley, CA 94552-5533
(510) 537-9866



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Anita Vermund
PO Box 707
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-0707
(714) 402-6437



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gwen Villa
270 Monte Vista Ln
Petaluma, CA 94952-9669
(707) 766-8117



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pearlman
18545 Vallarta Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-1851
(714) 593-4746



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Cheryl Freeman
3309 Marcus Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92663-3106
(949) 673-1065



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ron Goldman
1908 Alford Ave # 2
Los Altos, CA 94024-6902
(650) 506-2168



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Louise Dunlap
483 43rd St
Oakland, CA 94609-2148
(510) 450-0651



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Musick
2991 Santos Ln Apt 208
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-7979



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Lesperance
3063 N El Capitan Ave
Fresno, CA 93722-4654
(559) 275-1024



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Leroy
228 Sherwood Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1036
(805) 681-8831



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,

Mr. Jeffrey Streicher
3772 Sebren Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-2040
(562) 421-8844



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

PLEASE SAY NO TO OIL TRANSPORT 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,

Ms. Barbara Mauk
PO Box 153
591 Pelletreau Ridge Road
Hyampom, CA 96046-0153
(530) 628-4219



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Zimmermann
PO Box 13031
Long Beach, CA 90803-8031



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Firestone
349 39th St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3427



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Mone
538 Eleanor Dr
Woodside, CA 94062-1122
(650) 364-2716



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Silva
560 Rico St Apt H
Salinas, CA 93907-2415
(530) 267-7065



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jorge Rebagliati
2144 Valdes Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2436
(707) 578-6049



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harlan Lebo
13117 Springford Dr
La Mirada, CA 90638-3024



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Clark
7102 Winter Orchard Ln
Forestville, CA 95436-9110



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Reynolds
2514 Furmint Way
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-3620
(916) 362-4393



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Hoffman
8433 N State Highway 3
Fort Jones, CA 96032-9671
(530) 468-2780



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Geoff Regalado
PO Box 4183
Burbank, CA 91503-4183



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ranko Balog
5352 Sierra Roja Rd
Irvine, CA 92603-3828
(949) 856-2130



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mitcheltree
2120 Clement St Apt 16
San Francisco, CA 94121-2070
(415) 531-3861



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Benson
27091 Puerta Del Oro
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-4419
(949) 830-3854



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Tellerday
18725 State Highway 108 Spc 16
Jamestown, CA 95327-9654
(209) 984-5123



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Estes
629 Arguello Blvd Apt 303
San Francisco, CA 94118-4063
(415) 845-6018



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Alexander Wells
PO Box 3473
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546-3473



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Seidel
1028 W Franklin St
Monterey, CA 93940-2112
(831) 915-6956



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Mall
3110 Summit Dr
Escondido, CA 92025-7530
(760) 738-8273



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hayes
150 W G St
Benicia, CA 94510-3142
(707) 853-7225



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Kemenesi
1524 E Rio Verde Dr
West Covina, CA 91791-2525



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Peacock
142 Hunters Glen Ct
Vacaville, CA 95687-7513



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Drake
357 19th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2304



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Anne Kobayashi
5235 Fiore Ter Apt C404
San Diego, CA 92122-5630



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luis Lozano
225 Pomona Ave Apt 3
Long Beach, CA 90803-7230
(562) 439-5980



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Featherstone
316 Blowing Rock
Beaumont, CA 92223-7394



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. R. M. St. Angelo
218 Live Oak Dr
Cloverdale, CA 95425-3535



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marion Macgillivray
12940 Rio Oso Rd
Auburn, CA 95602-7502
(386) 256-6218



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wiener
429 Lambert Rd
Carpinteria, CA 93013-3076



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Steffen Rochel
1335 Balboa Ave
Burlingame, CA 94010-4705
(650) 348-4096



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alyson Samson
3406 Waterbury Way
Fairfield, CA 94534-2940
(707) 422-1974



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sanfilippo
3246 Ashford St Unit M
San Diego, CA 92111-5039
(858) 715-1849



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The Message below states that I am "deeply concerned." While
I agree with all the reasons expressed below for not approving this
proposal, infuriated and appalled would better suit my reaction. At a
time when climate change is beginning to create world-wide climate
disasters that will only get worse until we hit a tipping-point of no
return, the fossil fuel industry can think only of its bottom line.  It
is time that we stop this industry and force changes to clean,
renewable energy. If Phillips cannot see the handwriting on the wall
then we will need to impose our will on their bottom line!  Cheryl
Genet
__________________

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into



account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Cheryl Genet
4995 Santa Margarita Lake Rd
Santa Margarita, CA 93453
(805) 438-4088



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamala Thomas
2622 Montana Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2258



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. O Lewis
PO Box 881075
Los Angeles, CA 90009-7075
(310) 322-0132



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Rutherford
1700 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1918
(510) 841-6474



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Snyder
1941 Turk St Apt 4
San Francisco, CA 94115-4396



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kirsten Shreeve
3503 H St
Eureka, CA 95503-5358
(707) 442-0038



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clyde R Rockwell
5105 Atlanta Way
Sacramento, CA 95841-2205



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Roberts
5914 Thornhill Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2149



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Polesky
890 Kansas St
San Francisco, CA 94107-2644



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mellen
1576 E Ocean Blvd
Newport Beach, CA 92661-1434
(949) 433-6988



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Keefe
925 Scenic Way
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-9358
(831) 336-2518



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Cook
3040 La Paz Ln
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-3871
(909) 396-6941



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanna Dang
885 Leo Way
Oakland, CA 94611-1964
(510) 547-3744



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Rick Luttmann
917 Dorine Ave
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-1716
(707) 585-8052



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scott
12552 Hinton Way
Santa Ana, CA 92705-1499
(714) 599-3455



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 O'Hara
501 Gibson Dr
Roseville, CA 95678-6514



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hirtzel
500 Crestlake Dr
San Francisco, CA 94132-1325
(415) 681-8047



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.
The railroad yard sits in the heart of the huge community development
taking place in downtown Los angeles. We know from the constant
disasters in Canada and the US, that it is not a matter of
"if" but "when" we will experience some form of
contamination. We already live with the potential earthquake and
existing draught ,
we need to focus on protecting our environment, building on wind and
solar power instead of appeasing the powerful oil industry.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Tangen
300 S Santa Fe Ave # 664
Los Angeles, CA 90013
(818) 398-7573



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Strickland
6663 Gross Ave
West Hills, CA 91307-3210
(818) 716-7839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rushton
4159 Stansbury Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4621



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kay
1417 Palm Ave
San Gabriel, CA 91776-3327



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lunn
120 Marvin Ct
Petaluma, CA 94954-1526



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sally Symanski
4062 Narragansett Ave
San Diego, CA 92107-2619



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Clark
3045 Mar Vista Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-3652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Harding
3007 Brillante
San Clemente, CA 92673-3806



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brown
1245 California St
San Francisco, CA 94109-5063



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carrington
1555 Merrill St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-4025



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Tabachnick
6707 Kentland Ave
West Hills, CA 91307-3738
(818) 340-2049



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Art Krakowsky
3052 Reed Ave
Livermore, CA 94550-9615



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Saito
915 E Santa Anita Ave
Burbank, CA 91501-1507



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Repetto
3317 E. Crk Rd
Weed, CA 96094-9785



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,

Mrs. Ruth Burman
7 Portofino Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-3558
(650) 593-4580



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Patti
2924 E 2nd St Apt 6
Long Beach, CA 90803-7314
(562) 343-1566



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 phenix
5181 Finlandia Way
Carmichael, CA 95608-6250



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Ann
PO Box 265
Bolinas, CA 94924-0265



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. David And Mary Holmes
4558 Loma Vista Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-2140



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rory Alden
2709 Dwight Way
Berkeley, CA 94704-3152



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Chelsea Emerson
2320 1/2 N St
Sacramento, CA 95816-5776
(916) 346-4351



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Thomsen
1721 Miramar Dr
Newport Beach, CA 92661-1409
(949) 689-8238



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Reedy
1301 5th Ave Apt 434
San Diego, CA 92101-4251
(619) 303-2492



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Keir
6915 Vanalden Ave
Reseda, CA 91335-3932
(818) 654-6213



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Barton
2360 Ohara Ct
San Jose, CA 95133-1823



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Mula
711 Zanzibar Ct
San Diego, CA 92109-6901
(858) 488-2946



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. Tom Amick
1061 Nordman Dr
Camarillo, CA 93010-2926
(805) 482-1242



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,

Ms. Alicia Gibbs
3534 W Ball Rd
Anaheim, CA 92804-3666
(714) 326-4169



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzy Forwood
10125 Daisy King Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9239
(530) 575-4387



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 N. Bomactao-Enochs
PO Box 251
Monterey, CA 93942-0251
(831) 251-4933



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Shabsin
415 Gunsmoke Dr
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-1223
(555) 555-5555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please do not visit this sort of catastrophe on California citizens. I
am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nicholes
6261 E Fox Glen Dr
Anaheim, CA 92807-4070
(714) 469-7753



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Takahashi
926 Ruby St
Redwood City, CA 94061-1430
(650) 364-5022



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sabrina Hogan
1020 Oakleaf Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-3050



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Margaret Copi
3426 Adell Ct
Oakland, CA 94602-1704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California. It would increase the number of crude oil unit
trains traveling through many population centers.

I fear that 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 even
admitted that its proposed oil train facility will create
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of a
derailment involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands oil to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands "oil" (which is actually bitumen, a
qualitatively different source of hydrocarbon energy similar in many
respects to bituminous coal, hence its name).  This would create even
more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail line and



near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa
Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Syrett
412 Chester St
Menlo Park, CA 94025-2524
(650) 322-7643



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnson
PO Box 3083
La Mesa, CA 91944-3083
(619) 697-6125



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Consul
2185 Hanover St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-1245
(650) 857-1620



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hillary Ostrow
5835 Hesperia Ave
Encino, CA 91316-1013



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, serious problems.
The Santa Maria oil terminal would take us in the wrong direction.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Scott & Gayle Spencer
2603 Alpine Rd
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6315



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Holm
143 Northpark Dr
Vacaville, CA 95688-2014



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ida Jane Dalpino
6 Navajo Ln
Corte Madera, CA 94925-1011
(530) 346-2344



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Towers
7636 Capistrano Ave
West Hills, CA 91304-5402
(818) 887-6016



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Ruth Stiver
1649 Roger Ct
El Cerrito, CA 94530-2027
(510) 233-5846



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Van Enk
715 Howard Ave
Carson, CA 90746-3910
(310) 532-7007



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Jensen
11362 Sutters Mill Cir
Gold River, CA 95670-7261
(916) 638-8360



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Henrik Fallian
1935 Alpha Rd Unit 222
Glendale, CA 91208-2135
(818) 241-6986



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hunnicutt
6005 Oakbridge Ct
Citrus Heights, CA 95621-6218
(916) 257-2614



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a high school student and long time california resident, I am deeply
concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. I urge you to aks this question: "Is it
necessary?" It is not and here is why. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Alice Beittel
861 Bridge Rd
San Leandro, CA 94577-3803
(510) 483-3668



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. Steven Barry
n/a
Los Angeles, CA 90233



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Beate Lohser
3616 Monterey Blvd
Oakland, CA 94619-1564
(510) 482-8841



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michale Noll
4133 Wilkinson Ave
Studio City, CA 91604-2428
(818) 761-3151



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Pieter Kark
701 Highland Ave Apt 5
San Mateo, CA 94401-2238
(650) 962-9660



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Puaoi
9 Josefa Ct
Novato, CA 94949-6627



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Warner
PO Box 722
Forest Knolls, CA 94933-0722
(415) 460-5422



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Klich
3560 Niblick Dr
La Mesa, CA 91941-8024
(619) 462-8048



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Banzhaf
10041 Greenwood Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945-8514
(310) 474-7294



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Emily Houlik-Ritchey
1332 Viola Way
Lompoc, CA 93436-3277
(812) 219-2447



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,

Mrs. Lotti Knowles
5635 Woodman Ave
Valley Glen, CA 91401-4700
(818) 786-8629



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Poppenk
3158 Santa Inez Ct
Union City, CA 94587-2822
(510) 471-2610



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Woodruff
1489 Ramon Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-5833
(408) 307-1645



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Moss
553 Cedar Ave Apt D
Long Beach, CA 90802-6654
(215) 436-7085



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Watts
1320 Princeton St
Santa Monica, CA 90404-2415
(310) 828-5384



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Chase
1928 Walgrove Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3032
(310) 391-1098



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am extremely concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ross
211 G St Apt 3
San Rafael, CA 94901-1834



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cope
19191 Harvard Ave Apt 268d
Irvine, CA 92612-8621



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Julian Peterson
PO Box 323
Santa Cruz, CA 95061-0323



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bonsey
10698 Weatherhill Ct
San Diego, CA 92131-2913



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,

Mr. Steve & Isabelle Robey
548 Wildcat Canyon Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-1229



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,

Ms. Nancy Hunter
12021 Gold Pointe Ln
Gold River, CA 95670-6214
(916) 294-0539



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cargulia
2400 Loring St
San Diego, CA 92120



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rothrock
1745 Vallejo St
San Francisco, CA 94123-5008



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Pettis
28625 Winterdale Dr
Santa Clarita, CA 91387-3138
(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. Jack Peters
1519 Ridgebrook Way
Chico, CA 95928-7364



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Windrum
511 S Serrano Ave Apt 405
Los Angeles, CA 90020-3916
(213) 738-5999



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Evangeline Chinn
1690 Bandtail Ln
Paradise, CA 95969-4406
(530) 872-3481



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gude
2007 Humboldt St
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2453



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Garcia
6771 Follette St
Carlsbad, CA 92011-5052
(619) 884-3701



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elliot Gordon
65 E Yale Loop
Irvine, CA 92604-3336
(949) 857-4887



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cuviello
529 Turfwood Ln
Solana Beach, CA 92075-2405



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Coakley
2154 Benita Dr Apt 3
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-2517



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Magana
6655 N Fresno St
Fresno, CA 93710-3717



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Evan Woehl
1256 Rincon Ave
Livermore, CA 94551-1655
(925) 456-0601



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. penny harrington
497 Estero Ave
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2637



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Sachen
1617 Madeira Cir
Petaluma, CA 94954-7425



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Asamura
1527 Circle Ranch Way Unit 64
Oceanside, CA 92057-5536



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Williamson
919 Buchanan St
Albany, CA 94706-1544
(510) 527-0948



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Marla Hanna
PO Box 13978
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151-3978



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. 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,

Ms. Belinda Waymouth
2628 4th St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4204



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vasu Murti
30 Villanova Ln
Oakland, CA 94611-1166
(510) 339-8155



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Constantin Crontiris
4272 Waycross Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94566-4737



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,

Ms. Lynne Nittler
2441 Bucklebury Rd
Davis, CA 95616-3089
(530) 756-8110



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dinah Fedorow
23755 N Shore Ln
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1695



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Sato
2820 Monte Cresta Dr
Belmont, CA 94002-1337



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacquelin Jones
7887 Moorfoot Ct
San Jose, CA 95135-2117



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Teresa Matta
3477 Twin Oaks Ct
Napa, CA 94558-5226
(707) 252-0894



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. James & Carol Patton
321 Rugby Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1101
(510) 526-6160



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcvey
317 Kent Ave
Kentfield, CA 94904-2526
(415) 925-1612



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nicole Amador
2910 Riverside Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95818-3735
(916) 447-8589



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chloe Martin
1041 Zamora Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-3538
(650) 355-7743



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zsanine Alexander
2501 N Glenoaks Blvd Apt B
Burbank, CA 91504-2702
(818) 562-7576



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Greenberg
14 Turpentine Dr
Nevada City, CA 95959-2856



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rena Zahorsky
696 E Santa Clara St
# 204st
San Jose, CA 95112-1911
(408) 947-7047



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lauren Alegre
Berkeley
Berkeley, CA 94705-2164



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nagy
1728 Elm Ave
Torrance, CA 90503-7235



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Leaverton
1910 Sacramento St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1505
(510) 486-2883



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

There is enough information in to demonstrate that fracking anywhere is
a danger to our environment and people and it needs to be stopped!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Greenough
PO Box 1880
Middletown, CA 95461-1880



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nadolski
8520 Blakepointe Way
Antelope, CA 95843-5878



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Blair Moser
217 Fair Oaks St
San Francisco, CA 94110-2928
(415) 845-3197



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ybarra
14317 Ostend Dr
La Mirada, CA 90638-2853



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cox
1908 Ridgewood Dr
Eureka, CA 95503-6676
(707) 442-7349



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernie Looney
PO Box 800302
Santa Clarita, CA 91380-0302
(818) 813-9980



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Warren Foster
3365 Smoketree Dr
Apt 241
Sacramento, CA 95834-1824



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Lundeen
230 S Shepherd St Ste A
Sonora, CA 95370-5076
(209) 536-0724



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Pocekay
67 Windsor Ln
Petaluma, CA 94952-7501
(707) 769-9555



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. H Coetzee
505 Venado Vista Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-2459



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Brittain
5236 Central Ave Apt 305
Riverside, CA 92504-1873



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,

Mr. Neal & Patricia Harris
8201 Camino Colegio
Apt 194
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-8149
(707) 795-9324



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Way past time to say NO to the extractive industries. I am deeply
concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Raymond Smith
1330 Tunnel Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2137
(805) 682-5583



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scott
6359 Rancho Mission Rd Unit 3
San Diego, CA 92108-2011
(310) 838-9657



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wolf
954 7th St Apt 8
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2763



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lacey Hicks
994 Mangrove Ave Apt A
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-8922
(619) 410-8181



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Fogel
1484 Kentfield Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-2704
(650) 281-9291



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. Grace Kajita
334 Zephyr Ranch Dr
Sacramento, CA 95831-3230



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,

Ms. Candice Barnett
635 Marine St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-5641
(310) 392-5447



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pannell
422 Jackson St
Crockett, CA 94525-1227
(510) 691-1967



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lange
13 Kittiwake Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-1716



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Klaudia Englund
2077 Hopewell Ct
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-1923



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Heck
23731 San Dona
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-1915



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,

Dr. Stuart Wilson
845 S Burnside Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4744



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bork
4505 Sandburg Way
Irvine, CA 92612-2739
(949) 786-8256



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIRmust also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Casey
1720 Broadway
Burlingame, CA 94010-4824
(650) 343-6670



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Ino
551 36th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2607
(415) 668-4669



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hoskins
1324 Fair Oaks Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-4024



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Forman
3656 Jenny Lind Ave
North Highlands, CA 95660-5653



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chuck Karp
PO Box 4423
Palm Desert, CA 92261-4423



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Miller
2824 Pintail Ct
West Sacramento, CA 95691-4419
(916) 371-3846



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kirk
Beltane Dr.
San Jose, CA 95135



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Larue
3703 Hackett Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-2417



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. You have the
responsibility to protect the health and safety of your county's
inhabitants as well as other Californian families; your responsibility
to them exceeds the needs of Phillips 66 and other business interests.
.
This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roy Reddin
2611 Sacramento Dr
Redding, CA 96001-5030
(530) 243-4689



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kramny
415 Masonic Ct
Vallejo, CA 94591-4136



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Griffin
7301 Riverton Ave
Sun Valley, CA 91352-5123
(818) 765-2487



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maryam Ilkhani
1021 Harbor Village Dr Apt F
Harbor City, CA 90710-5227
(310) 530-6771



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnson
1611 Michael Way
Yuba City, CA 95993-1623



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rich Wills
544 Douglas Ave
Grass Valley, CA 95945-5044
(530) 274-1461



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Veronique Bucherre
15 Highland Blvd
Kensington, CA 94707-1029
(510) 837-9110



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gomi Bin
9474 Willowbrook Rd
Westminster, CA 92683-5639



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madalyn Bodell
3110 Panorama Drive
Tahoe City, CA 96145
(530) 581-5111



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Rollin Odell
2 Haciendas Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-1715
(925) 254-2259



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Feldman
936 7th St Ste B
Novato, CA 94945-3010
(707) 763-0839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Everett
3200 Soscol Ave
Apt 235
Napa, CA 94558-6539



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ira Steven Levine
7095 Hollywood Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90028-8903



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Klein
1257 E Maple Ave
El Segundo, CA 90245-3259



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Hargraves
5050 Hacienda Dr Apt 1937
Dublin, CA 94568-7959
(925) 833-9422



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Georgia Galey
909 Woodcreek Rd
Fallbrook, CA 92028-3554
(760) 731-7488



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Magid
14159 Riverside Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-2362



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California - including
mine!.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 C Brown
355 Elm St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2214
(650) 594-0251



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 wisenor
808 Tehama Dr
Lodi, CA 95242-9553
(209) 334-5181



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynette Coffey
4059 La Mesa Ave
Shasta Lake, CA 96019-9243



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristine Raatz
1819 Discovery Village Ln
Gold River, CA 95670-3058



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Marksbury
8624 Beauxart Cir
Sacramento, CA 95828-4606



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Rachel Oliver
PO Box 352
Mariposa, CA 95338-0352
(209) 966-2412



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gunther
1500 Mission Canyon Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2129
(805) 687-5556



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Iris Noren
10020 Hampton Oak Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95624-1351
(916) 685-3419



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mimeau
256 Circular Ave
San Francisco, CA 94131-3134



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,

Dr. Elizabeth Johnson
4022 Ternez Dr
Moorpark, CA 93021-9765
(805) 553-0445



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenyon Donohew
4909 Tilos Way
Oceanside, CA 92056-7415
(760) 305-7114



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Monica Tanza
243a 17th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2310
(831) 359-6618



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Cusick
41124 Deer Creek Dr
Oakhurst, CA 93644-8772
(818) 378-0901



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Henning
728 Wayne Ln
Chico, CA 95926-2948
(530) 345-4259



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Melvin Taylor
6585 Calvine Rd
Sacramento, CA 95823-5780
(916) 689-4812



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.

Sincerely,

Miss Monique Grajeda
981 Madonna Rd
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6509
(805) 234-0456



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nero
1927 Harbor Blvd
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-7600



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Dervin
12100 San Marcos Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-1763



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Sefton
PO Box 714
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92678-0714
(949) 589-9230



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,

Ms. Rita Hays
175 Caprice Cir
Hercules, CA 94547-2082



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sonya King
13 Dareheights Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90213



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kauffman
21435 Summit Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8400
(408) 353-3333



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen West
2101 Ponderosa St
Santa Ana, CA 92705-7945
(714) 972-1494



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

TI am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Brehme
12743 Calle De Las Rosas
San Diego, CA 92129-3065



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carnahan
582 Vineyard Rd
San Marcos, CA 92069-6887



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Amalia
327 1/2 Fillmore St
San Francisco, CA 94117-3402



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Caetano
4667 N Safford Ave
Fresno, CA 93704-2920
(559) 241-0723



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Why are we risking California's children and our unique environment to
fatten Canada's profits?

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hunnicutt
1602 Silkwood Dr
Modesto, CA 95350-3942
(949) 648-1429



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sullivan
7388 Chapman Pl # A
Goleta, CA 93117-2827
(805) 683-3462



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Why are we still trying to push Tar Sands crude? The oil industry is
dying in 20 years nothing will run on fossil fuels and the refined
products will be used by industry for everything but energy.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cross
Pob here
Tahoe City, CA 96145



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kay Willens
2706 Best Ave
Oakland, CA 94619-3204



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Blischke
2801 Sepulveda Blvd
Torrance, CA 90505-2801



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maureen Burness
1038 55th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-3910
(916) 456-4332



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Bud Stuart
157 Por La Mar Cir
Santa Barbara, CA 93103-3776
(805) 965-7074



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Miller
11255 Banner Mine Way
Nevada City, CA 95959-3454
(530) 271-2270



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Quezada
1944 Shuey Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-4332
(925) 935-5555



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,

Mrs. Ruth Feldman
936 7th St Ste B
Novato, CA 94945-3010
(707) 763-0839



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Quezada
1944 Shuey Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-4332
(925) 935-5555



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. Kiya Cote
PO Box 3796
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-0796
(925) 825-3495



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bailey
PO Box 992480
Redding, CA 96099-2480



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gonzalez
757 E Larry St
Farmersville, CA 93223-1759
(559) 936-0983



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kaye Fontana
839 Larrabee St Apt 7
West Hollywood, CA 90069-4588
(310) 855-7983



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kanta Masters
1175 Saxony Rd
Encinitas, CA 92024-2226
(760) 436-5788



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Edmonds
20 Esquiline Rd
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9755



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rae
24892 Rivendell Dr
Lake Forest, CA 92630-4127



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marlyne Hadley
527 Hamburg Cir
Clayton, CA 94517-1433
(925) 672-1416



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Johnson
1611 Michael Way
Yuba City, CA 95993-1623



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Filippin
1405 McKendrie St
San Jose, CA 95126-1618



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. Linda Morgan
10 Cherrywood Ct
San Pablo, CA 94806-3767
(510) 236-4022



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Allsbrook
3519 Dahlia Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90026-1111



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. Pat Kirk
Beltane Dr.
San Jose, CA 95135



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Walters
401 Barclay Ct
Suisun City, CA 94585-3705
(707) 428-5786



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wagner
2991 Higuera Ave
Pinole, CA 94564-1514
(510) 758-5870



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Coburn
1018 East Ave
Napa, CA 94559-2147
(707) 252-1951



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Quezada
1944 Shuey Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-4332
(925) 935-5555



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. David Burnham
2216 Almaden Rd # B
San Jose, CA 95125-2141
(408) 440-2043



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Krupnick
4993b Occidental Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5638
(707) 544-4582



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Maureen Hochberg
PO Box 569
Philo, CA 95466-0569
(707) 895-2950



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tami Phelps
1735 Barbara Rd
Redding, CA 96003-3119
(530) 241-0210



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Mcguire
3706 Los Flores Ave
Concord, CA 94519-1353
(925) 646-5494



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Daly
8624 Beauxart Cir
Sacramento, CA 95828-4606



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kirk
Beltane Dr.
San Jose, CA 95135



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ellis
108 Holly Dr
Watsonville, CA 95076-2506



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,

Mrs. Lenora Lowe
659 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2828
(310) 454-0451



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shulman
6249 Romo St
San Diego, CA 92115-6932
(619) 286-7754



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shana Adams
3801 Lamborghini Ln
Modesto, CA 95356-1928



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,

Ms. Merilie Robertson
24308 Shrewsbury Cir
Canoga Park, CA 91307-1240
(818) 347-5230



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Oliver
15145 Holiday Way
Sylmar, CA 91342-5503
(818) 833-1055



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Tickes
393 Union Ave Apt C
Campbell, CA 95008-4217
(408) 371-7715



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald & Diane Lahti
1684 Scottsdale Rd
Beaumont, CA 92223-8552
(951) 845-0475



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. N Edward Boyce, M.D.
275 Los Ranchitos Rd Apt 127
San Rafael, CA 94903-3677
(415) 453-5471



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Herman
1411 Via Alta
Del Mar, CA 92014-2548
(858) 356-9786



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dianne Grenland
196 Olympic Cir
Vacaville, CA 95687-3306
(707) 446-1846



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Haven
28995 Oak Creek Ln
Agoura Hills, CA 91301-6434



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Golden
835 N Humboldt St
San Mateo, CA 94401-1476
(650) 344-1379



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Garwin
1210 Emerson St Apt C
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3528



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ja Ko
v
v, CA 90016



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Dear San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Sprvrs.,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Gail Noon
642 west 40th St.
San Pedro, CA  90731-7149
USA

Sincerely,

Miss Gail Marie Noon
642 W 40th St Apt 3
San Pedro, CA 90731-7149
(310) 547-5676



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Misty Mcintyre
2043 Lincoln Ave Apt D
Alameda, CA 94501-2763
(510) 227-5114



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Klein
4732 La Villa Marina Unit C
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-7026
(310) 827-1505



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wyatt
PO Box 3351
Crestline, CA 92325-3351



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Carothers
307 Loyola Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-5227
(831) 688-9694



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stephenson
4957 Holly Dr
Shingle Springs, CA 95682-9710
(530) 676-8219



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Antoinette Brown
3339 Buttrick Ln
Stockton, CA 95206-5424
(209) 915-6259



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ruggeri
5964 Lake Almanor Dr
San Jose, CA 95123-2468
(408) 268-6346



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesus Ramirez
2223 Maple St
Santa Ana, CA 92707-3223
(714) 713-7828



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Damien Luzzo
916 Douglas Ave
Davis, CA 95616-3611



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. B Chan
9895 Scripps Westview Way
San Diego, CA 92131-2430



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Fain
703 Ozone St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-5601



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Komili
2235 Mission St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94110-1897
(617) 710-9462



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Duerr
6280 S Land Park Dr
Sacramento, CA 95831-1840
(916) 421-7169



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Haber
114 Shelter Lagoon Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4852
(831) 425-5803



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. Nancy Kelly
5601 Picardy Dr S
Oakland, CA 94605-1177



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terrie Weiss
16120 Berkshire Rd
San Leandro, CA 94578-1414



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dianna Nienhaus
1331 East Ave
Eureka, CA 95501-1281
(707) 441-9283



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Belz
PO Box 20306
Piedmont, CA 94620-0306



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sharon Paltin
PO Box 18
Laytonville, CA 95454-0018
(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. George Inashvili
3 Vista Sierra
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-1007
(949) 900-7665



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathi Ellsworth
448 Shadyglen Ln
San Dimas, CA 91773-1035
(626) 562-0652



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pennington
PO Box 1082
Canyon Country, CA 91386-1082



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Rasco
4269 Miramonte Pl
Riverside, CA 92501-3054
(951) 683-5587



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lindemann
1160 Meadow Ln Apt 90
Concord, CA 94520-3725
(925) 368-6631



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alisa Risso
28 Calendula
Rcho Sta Marg, CA 92688-5409
(949) 951-3004



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Deidi Kramer
5033 Mari Way
Mariposa, CA 95338-8540



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,

Ms. Jen Blair
43691 Avenida Alicante
Palm Desert, CA 92211-8246
(323) 333-2504



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Algee
246 Spreckels Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4556
(831) 227-9847



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jensen
134 Mabry Way
San Rafael, CA 94903-2962



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wartell
1076 Opal St Unit 3
San Diego, CA 92109-1841
(858) 204-3887



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lenora Lowe
659 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2828
(310) 454-0451



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Martin
777 San Antonio Rd Apt 132
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4858
(650) 493-3730



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Harding
4043 Williams St
Eureka, CA 95503-6054
(707) 444-2671



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kangas
3235 Flora St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-6004



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kim Lazaro
12939 Conley St
Poway, CA 92064-5609
(858) 486-5161



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hibshman
609 Celestial Ln
Foster City, CA 94404-2751
(650) 573-5933



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lesinski
W Steele Lane
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-4719
(810) 373-5143



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Harris
1555 W 7th St Apt 204
Upland, CA 91786-6948
(203) 988-9021



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,

Mr. Chance Rearden
1240 N Ogden Dr Apt 8
West Hollywood, CA 90046-4728
(323) 466-7892



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The danger to our community if this proposal goes through are
egrigrious! I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Denton
PO Box 6359
Los Osos, CA 93412-6359
(805) 534-0827



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeannie Whalen
1604 Posen Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-2723
(510) 987-0853



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Seaton
625 Camellia Ct Apt 2107
Hayward, CA 94544-5554
(510) 885-8938



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Betty Morris
7319 Pembroke Ave
Bakersfield, CA 93308-3702
(661) 393-5008



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Yeomans
2522 Yuma Ct
Ventura, CA 93001-1445
e



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bird
201 McAllister Ave
Kentfield, CA 94904-1620



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sumpter
750 South Rose Way
Tecopa, CA 92389
(760) 646-2885



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Brown
920 Laurel Grove Dr
Soquel, CA 95073-9455
(831) 464-9105



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sare
10725 Country Meadows Rd
Salinas, CA 93907-1666
(831) 443-0344



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marcia Johnson
1460 Big Cedar Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5628
(707) 829-3808



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Green
1801 Valdez Way
Fremont, CA 94539-3662



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mohan Jayapal
615 Blossom Hill Rd Apt 11
Los Gatos, CA 95032-4533



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Marcus
6299 Capri Dr
San Diego, CA 92120-4632



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Briggs
421 Roanoke Dr
Martinez, CA 94553-6240
(925) 937-5207



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christina Opel
2712 Pine St Ste C
San Francisco, CA 94115-2523
(415) 691-8700



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Juskalian
PO Box 141
Cardiff, CA 92007-0141
(760) 944-0072



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamila Garrecht
620 E St
Petaluma, CA 94952-4157



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Oda John
2000 Post St
San Francisco, CA 94115-3500
(415) 567-7192



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Nickerson
442 Peachcrest Dr
Oakdale, CA 95361-3272
(209) 847-2709



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mittig
4279 Grist Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-8701



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lindsay Smith
2287 W Hearn Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-7377



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nadine Larsen
949 Street
Laguna Beach, CA 92651



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Chris Borkent
202 Roundtree Ct
Sacramento, CA 95831-2645
(916) 554-8203



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Schwartz
4240 Harbor Blvd Apt 307
Oxnard, CA 93035-4374



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Shutt
14020 Captains Row Apt 101
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-7360



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Judith Murphy
8 Portola Green Cir
Portola Vally, CA 94028-7833



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Andreya Marks
1214 Miramonte Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4817
(805) 969-4610



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vikram Chopra
4380 San Juan Ave
Fremont, CA 94536-4736
(510) 498-5939



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hedgecock
4677 Sterling Ct
Fremont, CA 94536-6708



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Hester Goedhart
275 Shoreline Dr
Redwood City, CA 94065-1407
(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,

Miss Lori Haage
9554 Tudor Ave
Montclair, CA 91763-2219
(909) 624-2201



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Palmer
5209 E Peabody St
Long Beach, CA 90808-2537
(562) 425-8911



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Erickson
PO Box 862
Monte Rio, CA 95462-0862
(707) 865-2737



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Green
9727 Sweetwater Ln
Ventura, CA 93004-2884
(805) 659-4444



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,

Dr. R Rosenberg
32 Toussin Ave
Kentfield, CA 94904-1421
(415) 456-6622



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Riblett
11260 Overland Ave
Culver City, CA 90230-5559
(310) 252-4460



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Terry
503 W Rustic Rd
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1115



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. Jesus Ramirez
2223 Maple St
Santa Ana, CA 92707-3223
(714) 713-7828



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Lori Haage
9554 Tudor Ave
Montclair, CA 91763-2219
(909) 624-2201



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Myers
13060 Del Monte Dr
Seal Beach, CA 90740-4390
(562) 626-8260



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Antoine
5210 Terner Way Apt 317
San Jose, CA 95136-4160
(408) 978-8385



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

Dr. Siegfried Othmer
6265 Canoga Ave Apt 53
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-2405
(818) 789-3456



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Georgia Tattu
2447 Park Ave
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-2639
(310) 376-8110



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ginger Schedler
1262 N Safford Ave
Fresno, CA 93728-1634
(559) 787-2689



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pinkham
5 Terrace Ave
Bolinas, CA 94924



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dustin Crook
9547 Shamrock Ave
Fountain Valley, CA 92708-1548
(714) 775-6172



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,

Miss E Lehuanani Phillips
23502 Mag Mtn Pkwy Apt 1505
Valencia, CA 91355-1312



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stanley
39796 Pine Bench Rd
Yucaipa, CA 92399-9543
(909) 878-2698



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Colby
2562 Le Conte Ave
Rm 4
Berkeley, CA 94709-1117
(313) 510-5807



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Nordh
PO Box 107
Jenner, CA 95450-0107



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeannette Welling
2450 Pleasant Way
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3274



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Oscar Alvarez
10628 Commerce Ave
Tujunga, CA 91042-1541
(213) 675-4708



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Burgess
2064 Lernhart St
Napa, CA 94559-4441
(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. Helen Oxley
225 Mount Hermon Rd Spc 153
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-4015



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,

Mr. Steve Hylton
3971 Erskine Creek Rd
Lake Isabella, CA 93240-9005



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheri Minix
PO Box 810
Descanso, CA 91916-0810
(619) 659-9603



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Henninger
PO Box 64
Garberville, CA 95542-0064
(707) 923-3375



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Scibetta
9645 Wheatland Ave
Shadow Hills, CA 91040-1427
(818) 352-4662



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy R. Griffith
1120 44th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-3731



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Corwin Zechar
Somewhere in the SF Bay Area
Some City in the SF Bay Area, CA 94704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Seiji
642 Albemarle St
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3217



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Maxwell
4162 Oakridge St
Rocklin, CA 95677-2818
(916) 624-2704



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jung
PO Box 253
Covelo, CA 95428-0253
(707) 599-7823



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Johanna Mattos
3569 W Magill Ave
Fresno, CA 93711-0814



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Glennda Campos
2785 Mojave Dr
West Sacramento, CA 95691-4920
(916) 617-2302



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bianca Molgora
3976 Folsom St
San Francisco, CA 94110-6138
(415) 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. N Riley
PO Box 28891
Santa Ana, CA 92799-8891
(714) 530-6096



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Olson
2235 Beverly Way
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2212



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. David Colby
2562 Le Conte Ave
Rm 4
Berkeley, CA 94709-1117
(313) 510-5807



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey & Ofelia Plotnik
465 N Palm Ave Apt 302
Hemet, CA 92543-2884
(951) 652-0830



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Franzi
22000 Lawrence Rd
Fiddletown, CA 95629-9707
(415) 388-1293



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,

Mr. John Livingston
2378 Waldon St
Redding, CA 96001-2621
(530) 243-4124



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

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 project would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through California communities and population centers.
Emergency responders along the rail route are not prepared for these
dangerous trains and current safety standards are not adequate to
protect the public.

The recirculated draft EIR dangerously MISINFORMS the public because
it uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an
oil train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential damage near each watershed crossed en route
to the Santa Maria refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta
watershed and California's central coast. A derailment could
contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians across the
state.

Canadian tar sands impact on climate change must be taken into account.
They are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil.  How can
California claim to be a leader in fighting climate change and at the
same time encourage Canadian tar sands to come into the 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. The  Phillips 66  facility plans to refine tar sands, thus creating
more pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa
Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo should not approve the Santa Maria
project in isolation!

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project
creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our
communities and  climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Anderson
16226 Avenida Suavidad



San Diego, CA 92128-3212
(858) 451-9695



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle Logue
9161 Heatherdale St
Santee, CA 92071-3221
(619) 258-1919



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. Ernesto Ferrera
82 City Limits Cir
Emeryville, CA 94608-1059



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Como
6549 Bradford Ct
Alta Loma, CA 91701-9107



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Pamela Check
2237 1/2 Ceres Ave
Chico, CA 95926-1475
(909) 446-8778



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Martin
3035 23rd St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3315



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hughes
4449 Edison Ave
Sacramento, CA 95821-3367
(916) 283-6965



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kartthik Raghunathan
3665 Benton St Apt 143
Santa Clara, CA 95051-4562
(845) 270-9138



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 O'Brien
72 West Coast Rd.
Redway, CA 95560



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Ellen Southard
11555 Old Oregon Trl
Redding, CA 96003-7692



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Andersen
PO Box 726
Felton, CA 95018-0726



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. Peggy Luna
747 Ruth Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1537



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Boyer
135 Mosher Way
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2418
(650) 498-8385



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Kristofer Young
407 Del Norte Rd
Ojai, CA 93023-1701



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Chen
916 Silver Spur Rd Ste 108
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274-3826



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. Please, for our people and our future!

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Lilly
6114 Caminito Sacate
San Diego, CA 92120-3155
(619) 501-9345



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Wolf
5542 Soledad Mountain Rd
La Jolla, CA 92037-7254
(858) 581-3526



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Keenan
3917 Beresford St Apt 4
San Mateo, CA 94403-4595
N/A



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marta Borbon
5228 Glennon Dr
Whittier, CA 90601-2313
(562) 692-8403



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Ellsworth
500 Stanyan St
San Francisco, CA 94117-1869
(617) 694-4190



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Katy R.
withheld
withheld, CA 95465



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Griffin
26201 Vermont Ave
Unit 304
Harbor City, CA 90710-3433



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. Rev.John Fernandes
854 Begier Ave
San Leandro, CA 94577-3064
(510) 568-3478



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Grant Rich
697 30th St
Oakland, CA 94609-2962



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Julian Yerena Jr
13571 E 3rd St
Parlier, CA 93648-2706
(559) 940-0704



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. Karen Nilsen
Racoon Ln
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-9311



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Leonard Moore
153 Pebble Beach Way
Aptos, CA 95003-5735
(831) 688-5073



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Clark
10656 Fuerte Dr
La Mesa, CA 91941-5766
(619) 312-2468



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,

Ms. Roberta Sparkman
4807 Boyd Dr
Carmichael, CA 95608-4915
(530) 659-0906



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rose Miksovsky
5343 Broadway Ter Apt 306
Oakland, CA 94618-1400



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Byers
2009 Prince St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2518
(510) 845-3162



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vince Harper
1531 E San Carlos Ave
Orange, CA 92865-1524



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Pat Bryan
8333 Golden Ave
Lemon Grove, CA 91945-2649
(619) 825-8833



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Garcia
14924 Dickens St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-3414
(818) 986-4544



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,

Ms. Bonnie Weisel
2786 Bryant St
San Francisco, CA 94110-4226
(415) 282-5477



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

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,

Ms. Michele Sumandra
576 Pinecliff Pl
Simi Valley, CA 93065-5417



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mckenna
1108 E Cypress Ave
Lompoc, CA 93436-7038



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wong
219 May Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4143



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,

Mr. Jim Perry
PO Box 961
Santa Rosa, CA 95402-0961



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mogin
55 W 5th Ave
Apt 5d
San Mateo, CA 94402-2049
(650) 513-6699



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wood
23841 Pinafore Cir
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1733
(949) 495-5112



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lanting
10593 Cherry Ridge Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-9644
(707) 824-9784



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Carroux
2203 Hastings Dr
Belmont, CA 94002-3369



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Pearlman
342 Avenida Sevilla Unit D
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-3888
(949) 768-1649



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stiehl
2010 Newcomb Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124-1615



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Laberge
28128 P Coast Hwy Spc 115
Malibu, CA 90265-8115



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Salo
3178 Ross Rd
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4126
(650) 493-8872



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
(510) 843-3575



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Riggs
1380 48th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-4102



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Vertel
1176 Spruce St
Berkeley, CA 94707-2630
(510) 527-5269



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyva Holman
1455 1st Ave
Oakland, CA 94606-1677



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Socrates Calderon
938 Parkbrook St
Spring Valley, CA 91977-4723



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Hershey
25 Heather Pl
Hillsborough, CA 94010-7213
(650) 348-1270



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ilse Hadda
1440 Walnut St
Apt 5
Berkeley, CA 94709-1447
(510) 843-3575



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Demasi
PO Box 6374
Concord, CA 94524-1374



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Redick
1281 Union Rd
Hollister, CA 95023-8931
(650) 967-6105



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Taggart
1705 Valparaiso Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-5560
(650) 321-2654



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kirk Nason
120 11th St
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4806
(714) 969-9992



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

My nephew and his girlfriend are living in your area while they go to
college.  I do not want them to be put in danger for oil company
profits--say no to tar sands oil.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lily Marie
10995 Garden Ln
Roughandready, CA 95975
(530) 272-4595



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darius Fattahipour
15575 Canton Ridge Ter
San Diego, CA 92127-4120



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Vieth
21333 E Venton St
Covina, CA 91724-1937
(909) 599-7134



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lang
808 N Spring St Apt 501
Los Angeles, CA 90012-4413



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate. We need to care
about our beautiful state not about oil companies and train companies.
We need to care about the quality of life of all California's residents
not just the richest individuals that tend to buy influence.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Addison
PO Box 8384
Santa Cruz, CA 95061-8384



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Levitt
3500 Woodbrook Dr
Napa, CA 94558-5234
(707) 258-1897



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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. Aragon
410 Raymondale Dr
South Pasadena, CA 91030-2152



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Garvey
628 Lincoln Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-3324
(510) 814-0623



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Anderson
5902 W 85th Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90045-4205



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hans Ritter
433 Boynton Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1701



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Cherie Long
435 Sheridan Ave Apt 207
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2045
(650) 328-1076



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Seliandin
1731 Ellis St
Concord, CA 94520-2758



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 & Dorothy Schumacher-Jennings
870 Terra California Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-3083
(925) 239-2402



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Chapman
6318 Wine Valley Station
Napa, CA 94581



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Chen
111 Shepardson Ln
Alameda, CA 94502-6575



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lysne
2102 Redgap Ct
Encinitas, CA 92024-4332



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sullivan
23941 Bessemer St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-2917
(818) 702-0328



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elliot Safdie
3245 Cabrillo St
San Francisco, CA 94121-3439



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Berger
4412 Ocean View Blvd Apt 207
Montrose, CA 91020-1286



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Cotton
Crest Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-4043



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Larsen
4668 Harvey Rd
San Diego, CA 92116-1016
(619) 876-3839



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Driver
3331 L St
Sacramento, CA 95816-5331
(916) 440-6294



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wright
2515 J St Apt 306
Sacramento, CA 95816-4821
(916) 442-7101



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexandra Skwara
3976 60th St
San Diego, CA 92115-6590



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Mcgraham
148 Blaine St Apt Q
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2863
(831) 421-9331



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathie Batesole
1363a Jasper Ave
Mentone, CA 92359-1110



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. Julie Webb
2222 Adrian St
Napa, CA 94558-5002
(707) 252-7001



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kellie Karkanen
256 Castle Glen Rd
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-2603



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,

Mr. Bertrand Deprez
2025 Cross St
Seaside, CA 93955-3305



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Garcia
PO Box 1566
Yosemite Ntpk, CA 95389-1566
(209) 379-2630



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Post
16 Hertford
Newport Coast, CA 92657-1077
(949) 760-1193



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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. Patricia Carlson
3668 Motor Ave Apt 107
Los Angeles, CA 90034-5799
(310) 559-3068



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Ford
PO Box 55
Brookdale, CA 95007-0055



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Evelyn La Croix
2146 Bonar St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1806



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Naomi Gilmore
4390 47th Ave Apt 108
Sacramento, CA 95824-3709



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Katherine Lorber
PO Box M
San Rafael, CA 94913-4180



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

Mr. William Rietzel
4850 Denny Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4735
(818) 761-6846



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ema Concone
320 Wilshire Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90401-1315



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Miller
1265 Pacific Ave Apt 24
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-3427
(949) 248-5795



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Babbitt
1070 Church St Apt 315
San Francisco, CA 94114-3432



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. G Desmidt
804 57th St
Emeryville, CA 94608-2814
(111) 111-1111



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deidre Brookman
16222 Monterey Ln Spc 329
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2253



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Rietzel
4850 Denny Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4735
(818) 761-6846



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Gloe
3100 Guido St
Oakland, CA 94602-3521
(510) 531-6857



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roxanne Moger
2340 42nd St
Sacramento, CA 95817-2143



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sharon Torrisi
2126 Ardmore Ave
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-2218
(310) 798-4523



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Forward
3582 Garrison St
San Diego, CA 92106-2143



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Utt
1645 Austin Dr
Dixon, CA 95620-4535
(916) 616-7094



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Risa Jaroslow
363 Santa Clara Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-2629
(510) 817-4978



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lamke
1576 Peterson Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2334



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Russell
PO Box 4303
Santa Rosa, CA 95402-4303
(707) 583-2395



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kory
23323 Lynham Pl
Valencia, CA 91354-1921



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kiran Patel
500 Vernon St Apt 117
Oakland, CA 94610-1401
(510) 406-3662



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracey Putnam
6425 Medio St
San Diego, CA 92114-5613
(480) 557-7914



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Thompson
985 Crown Ave
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-1062
(805) 967-1176



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am extremely concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California!

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, my husband and I urge the San Luis
Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to REJECT
the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates significant,
unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eugenia Larson
160 Canyon Green Pl
San Ramon, CA 94582-4614
(925) 806-0644



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terry Campbell
PO Box 15706
Sacramento, CA 95852-0706



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 J Carlton
3953 Lamarr Ave
Culver City, CA 90232-3719



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Krueger
2554 Lincoln Blvd # 257
Venice, CA 90291-5043
(310) 650-6977



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Savat
526 2nd St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5442



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

We, as a family hope u put all families health & life's first! That
also means yours!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan, Paul, And Pj Sullivan
4946 Sullivan St
Ventura, CA 93003-5267



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Jon Porter Md
2761 Gertrude Dr
Los Alamitos, CA 90720-4740
(562) 594-9152



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Commons
2703 Corabel Ln Apt 215
Sacramento, CA 95821-5254



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Chandra Stephens
W Sexton Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-9419
(707) 829-1992



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Helen Sherry
1040 Zinnia Ct
Nipomo, CA 93444-9647



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Serbin
1064 Santa Ana Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-6138
(707) 584-7060



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ginny Monteen
3057 S Higuera St Spc 67
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-6467



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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,

Mrs. Anny Wiedemann
3238 Wind River Cir
Westlake Village, CA 91362-3544



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Orozco
5119 Hermosa Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90041-1316



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chatham H. Forbes, Sr
347 Massol Ave Apt 203
Los Gatos, CA 95030-7233
4083542015 and 408-768-6639



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stark
PO Box 1052
Blue Jay, CA 92317-1052



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Vargas
2998 Croftdon St
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-4326



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Locke Mccorkle
1011 Fulton St
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3313
(650) 327-9768



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Sparkman
160 Lincoln Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-2437
(510) 472-7808



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Goldman
18148 Valladares Dr
San Diego, CA 92127-1133



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. R Ching
PO Box 392
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-0392



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Eden
494 Vincente Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1520



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Deeann Wong
5232 Quaker Hill Ln
San Diego, CA 92130-4890
(858) 481-6783



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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 Elisabeth Speece
19b San Juan Rd
Royal Oaks, CA 95076-5234
(484) 947-1584



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bita Edwards
PO Box 122
Woodacre, CA 94973-0122
(415) 488-1292



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elissa Wagner
528 Encino Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4860



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cassandra Lista
4120 Whistler Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-7710
(707) 584-4293



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Olga Lampkin
9314 Alki Ct
Bakersfield, CA 93312-4402
(661) 587-2651



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lewis
16641 Buckhorn Mountain Rd
Sonora, CA 95370-8241



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Wang
213 Hayes Dr
Turlock, CA 95382-1105
(650) 938-6389



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of 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. Maryann Rachford
9173 Woolley St
Temple City, CA 91780-1351
(626) 286-5416



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lysne
2102 Redgap Ct
Encinitas, CA 92024-4332



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Jones
845 Humboldt St
Richmond, CA 94805-1442



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Kottler
3183 Wayside Plz Apt 302
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-2073
(707) 304-2514



Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Brianna Kenney



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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. Michael Mitsuda
33210 Lake Oneida St
Fremont, CA 94555-1285



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Call
10164 Peaceful Ct
Santee, CA 92071-1844
(619) 562-0065



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Burkart
1700 17th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-4502



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. S Davis
PO Box 2892
Atascadero, CA 93423-2892



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianna & Fred Mejia
1009 Hidden Valley Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9708
(831) 477-0000



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,

Ms. Susan Valentine
423 Camelback Rd
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1370
(925) 689-6512



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Atkinson
Clipper St
San Francisco, CA 94114



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Valine
2801 G St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3721
(916) 442-1160



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Gallegos
2711 Boulder St
Los Angeles, CA 90033-3111
(323) 263-1524



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Natacha Lascano
3200 Zanker Rd
San Jose, CA 95134-1943
(408) 421-0612



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anastasia Fiandaca
278 30th St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2421
(415) 643-7456



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Abrams
5223 Wendell Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472-6248



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Zoe Chapman
PO Box 23
Whitethorn, CA 95589-0023



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Trujillo
933 Music Ave
Clovis, CA 93612-1946
(559) 323-5514



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jacqueline Simons
2060 Las Canoas Ridge Way
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2379



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tasha Boucher
4006 Madelia Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4625
(310) 991-8274



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 And Karin Coy
115 Ocean View Rd
Bishop, CA 93514-7622
(760) 387-2484



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Lutjen
11140 Haight St
Castroville, CA 95012-2802



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Padilla
PO Box 4215
Salinas, CA 93912-4215



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marisa Strange
3124 E 1st St
Long Beach, CA 90803-2602
(562) 343-1869



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Stratton
PO Box 1062
Forestville, CA 95436-1062
(707) 820-7682



Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Portland Coates
1537 12th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-3503
(415) 564-4609



Nov 24, 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!!

The toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments would pose an
unacceptable risk to public health, including  of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death (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.  They
are not prepared for an oil train disaster involving an oil train
carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.

If there's a spill near a watershed it could contaminate drinking water
for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO
must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the
rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families 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 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.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Kirkpatrick
578 Washington Blvd
# 140
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-5442
(310) 398-8117



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

As you know, this proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit
trains traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. This would unacceptably increase risks to the public and to
the environment:
- Toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments would pose an
unacceptable risk to public health.
- Communities and emergency responders along the rail route are not
prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards
are not adequate to protect the public.
- The recirculated draft EIR  uses outdated data and does not
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster involving an oil
train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.
- A spill in any of the many watersheds crossed en route to a refinery
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During
this time of extreme drought, it is irresponsible to create such a
contamination risk.
- At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process,
tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil.
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's efforts to
be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

The Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals must be evaluated as a single
project. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by
pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is
proposing to modify these facilities to allow them to refine tar sands,
thus creating more toxic air and water pollution for families along the
rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot
approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

Please reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates
significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and
our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celia Kutcher
34681 Calle Los Robles
Capistrano Beach, CA 92624-1524
(949) 496-9689



Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am extremely worried about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery, and I strongly urge the San Luis
Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject
this proposed rail spur. The project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California - volatile, toxic
air emissions that would increase health risks (especially for children
and the elderly); potential oil train disasters (due to inadequate
safety standards) for which emergency responders are not adequately
prepared, and likely contamination of drinking water for millions of
Californians at a time of an extreme drought that is likely to persist
or reoccur due to climate change.

Tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil at
every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process.
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's efforts to
be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in
isolation because the Santa Maria and Rodeo facilities are linked by
pipeline and should be considered as a single project.  Phillips 66's
proposal to modify these facilities to allow them to refine tar sands
will put families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery
at risk for more toxic air and water pollution.

Therefore, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and
Board of Supervisors 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 Zucker
247 San Carlos Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-4150



Nov 24, 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!!

The toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments would pose an
unacceptable risk to public health, including  of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death (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.  They
are not prepared for an oil train disaster involving an oil train
carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.

If there's a spill near a watershed it could contaminate drinking water
for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO
must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the
rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families 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 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.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Kirkpatrick
578 Washington Blvd
# 140
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-5442
(310) 398-8117


