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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. God forbid something catastrophic happen, you 

would be held accountable for allowing something that goes AGAINST the 

interests and wishes of your constituents - the people you are obligated to 

represent.

Respectfully yours,
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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 have 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,
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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 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 project 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 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 must not 

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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

People of San Jose need protection against this potential threat.  With more 

and more residential housing being built around the downtown San Jose tracks, 

it becomes more concerning that hazardous materials will be railed through our 

streets.  Please make a point to reach out to current SJ Mayor Reed and 

Mayor-elect Sam Liccardo before making decisions which affect our homes.

I am expressing 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. 

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. 

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.  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.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge you to REJECT the Phillips 66 

proposed rail spur.

Regards,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Eric Bonesteel
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Michelle Haner
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Lindsay Hamilton
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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. Moreover, as a 

resident in Cupertino, this project will directly affect my local community. I 

do not believe this project is in the interest of residents in the San Jose 

area.

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,
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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.

We visit the area to site see, water ski and wine taste and agree with those 

who are exposed to this on a daily basis.

Respectfully yours,
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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,
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am completely opposed to the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 

Santa Maria Refinery, and agree with everything said in this letter!!! 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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
omperronomperronomperronomperron@@@@comcastcomcastcomcastcomcast ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Sandy Turner
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers or write this note since citizens are 

also 

decision makers in this regard.

JUST WRITE THIS:  MAKE IT PERSONAL FOR MORE EFFECT.

COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING

DEAR MR. WILSON,

PLEASE REJECT THE PHILLIPS 66 EIR AND PROJECT APPLICATION

FOR A SPUR TRACK AT THEIR NIPOMO REFINERY.

IT IS INADEQUATE AND WE DO NOT WANT OIL TRAINS RUNNING 

THROUGH OUR COUNTY.

SINCERELY,

(SIGN, DATE AND PRINT YOUR NAME, ADDRESS, PHONE AND EMAIL)

IF YOU DO NOT HAVE THE TIME TO HAND DELIVER IT TO THE COUNTY YOURSELF BEFORE 

4:30PM NEXT MONDAY, DO THIS.   CALL ME AT 805-234-6666 AND LET ME KNOW WHERE 

AND WHEN I CAN PICK UP YOUR NOTE.  I WILL PERSONALLY MAKE SURE THAT THE COUNTY 

RECEIVES IT BEFORE THE CUT-OFF TIME.  THE HAND WRITTEN NOTES WILL PROBABLY BE 

MORE EFFECTIVE THAN EMAILS.

BUT, EMAILS ARE BETTER THAN NOTHING.  SEND THEM TO mwilson@co.slo.ca.us

THANK YOU,

ROGER LONGDEN 

PS:  THIS IS PROBABLY THE MOST UNUSUAL REQUEST THAT YOU WILL SEE ALL YEAR.  

YOU MIGHT ALSO WANT TO THINK ABOUT ATTENDING THE COUNTY PLANNING HEARING ON 

THIS MATTER

NEXT JANUARY.  TENTATIVE DATE IS THE 29TH A THURSDAY.

Begin the standard message please

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,  Roger Edwin Longden
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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,
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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. 

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed. 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. 

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.

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.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board 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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
stugrossstugrossstugrossstugross@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

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,
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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,Carolyn Gong Guy
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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, Patrick Laban
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
mattiemattiemattiemattie2007200720072007@@@@attattattatt....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

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,
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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, Brandon
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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.

The time for CLEAN ENERGY INVESTMENT, not continuing dirty oil that won't even 

benefit the U.S., and will most likely endanger us.  Taking a stand is long 

overdue.

Respectfully yours,
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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,
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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,
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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,  Gunda Pramuk
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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. I live near San Jose, 

which may be on the route.

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,
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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,
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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,
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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. 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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Cyrus Chang
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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.

Sincerely,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Hanalei
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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, Caroline
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Tracey Trimeloni
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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,
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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.

In addition, the increasing rail traffic of these dangerous trains is causing 

more and more Amtrak trains to arrive late. What a hideous irony that dirty 

oil trains negatively impact energy-efficient public transportation. They are 

an outrage to the planet and to living creatures on the planet on so many 

levels.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board 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,
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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,
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To the Attention of Mr. Murry Wilson

SLO County Planning Department

 

I'm emailing you to express my strong opposition to the Phillips 66 rail 

terminal expansion project.  I am a teacher in San Leandro, and several of our 

school campuses are within the blast zone through which the oil trains would 

travel.  Therefore,  I'm deeply concerned about the potential dangers 

associated with this entire project.  Additionally, bringing tar sands oil to 

California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing 

climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's 

way. 

 

Specifically, our emergency responders are not prepared to deal with potential 

accidents with these heavy, dangerous trains, and the current safety standards 

won't protect our people and property along the blast zones.  My understanding 

is that the draft EIR doesn't fully inform our first responders because it 

inadequately assesses the risks of an oil train disaster in San Leandro. The 

EIR only evaluates rail-accident rates between 2003 and 2012 and the spill 

rates between 2005 and 2009, while omitting important data about accident 

frequency and magnitude in more recent years.  This is troubling because we 

know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 

decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 

increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

 

In my role as a public school teacher on a school campus in San Leandro 

Unified School District, I am not prepared, nor is our District Emergency 

Operations Procedure plan prepared, to address this threat to our school 

communities.  School teachers, as public employees, become state mandated 

emergency workers when disaster strikes.  This proposed project threatens 

school communities along the entire north to south California rail route 

planned for these oil shipments.

 

The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly 

six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude trains have 

100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Depending upon where an 

accident occurred, such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, 

sensitive ecosystems, schools, homes, transit facilities and rail lines, 

businesses, and our local economy. In Alameda County, this rail route 

parallels major highways and urban areas in several cities, including (but not 

limited to) Berkeley, Oakland, San Lorenzo, and Hayward.  In San Leandro, 

these trains would pass within less than a mile from our City Hall, Police 

Department, two BART Stations, and the tracks pass through the heart of our 

downtown.  

 

Also, the toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 

Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 

"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 

with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 

cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

 

The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each 

of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 

proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 

and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 



reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 

Californians, an unacceptable risk anytime, made more severe in this time of 

extreme drought.

 

The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria 

and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 

proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 

Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 

facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 

tar sands.

 

Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully 

understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every stage of 

the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 

carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply 

incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader.

 

We don't live in a bubble, this proposed project that you are considering in 

Santa Maria will affect the health and well-being of millions of people along 

the train routes, as well as the dangers to our school communities,  

environment, water resources, local economies, and private property.

 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 

and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

 

With Respect,

Sarah Del Grande

Sent from my iPad
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Erin Song
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
kungkungkungkung....vivianvivianvivianvivian@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

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, Vivian Kung
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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, E. Gierson
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Djash Mahuab
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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,
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
rhondarhondarhondarhonda....doandoandoandoan97979797@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

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,
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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,
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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, our Wildlife, 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 ( which I truly hope they won't ). The 

proposed oil train terminal in 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.  Have you ever seen - even in a photograph - the devastation that 

this method of extracting has done to Canadian lands?  If that was only the 

extraction, I can't imagine what an accident with this crude oil would do - it 

would be Dantesque!!!

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board 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,
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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, Chucks



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
ktreektreektreektree4444@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Ahmad
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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,
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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,
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

This our own BACKYARD. The kids are playing nearby.

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, David Shen
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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,
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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,
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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, John Flitcraft
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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,
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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, Abby Tan
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
lindalindalindalinda@@@@lindashealindashealindashealindashea ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Cecelia Mariscal



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
deastdeastdeastdeast7777@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Tracy Chastain
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Hannah Stein
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
ghbedingerghbedingerghbedingerghbedinger@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

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,
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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, Stephen P. Johnson
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Nareh Megerdichian
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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,
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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,
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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, Paul Bernstein
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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 



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 state, communities, and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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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. 

These trains are literally a stone's throw from my front door. I am terrified 

by the thought of potentially exploding train passing in front of my apartment 

on a daily basis. This is irresponsible and reckless and it cannot be 

approved! California needs to continue to be a leader in progressive solutions 

to our climate crisis, not take 50 steps backwards, allowing this disgusting, 

dangerous cargo to move freely through our state.

We know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars. 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.

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. 

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, 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.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board 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,
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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,
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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 

and our state's environment at risk.We cannot afford to place water resources 

or citizen health for the profits of a few.

We are ill equipped and not adequately trained to deal with an emergency the 

size and scope these trains might give. We know that more crude spilled from 

trains in 2013 than the prior four decades rendering the EIR's analysis 

flawed.Please, look at recent data including accident data from Canada which 

has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. The data suggest that 

just as Earthquakes in our beloved state, it is not a matter of if, but when. 

The rail cars being used are proved old and unsafe.

A worst case scenario as described by the EIR estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, approximately six tank cars of crude. If most 

crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars we are talking millions of 

gallons of crude, another flaw in the study. Such a spill could devastate 

scarce water resources, Private and public property,our local economy, 

threaten public health and safety. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes, of which one runs through my town. 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. It is unavoidable however, do not allow it. 

Otherwise,  their report cites increased health risks, especially for children 

and the elderly of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature 

death. These heavy externalities will not be paid for by Phillips 66 but by 

the citizens of California, in both lives and treasure. 

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. This is indeed critical. 

The planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 

single project. 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 being but one link in a chain.

Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
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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,
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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,
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

As a lifelong California resident, 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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Nohman
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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. I have family in Santa Maria, Nipoma, 

and SLO and I do not want them to be endangered by this horrible pipeline!!! 

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Erica Leung
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and

unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains

traveling through numerous California communities and population

centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from

these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public

health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air

poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental

review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility

will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air

pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.

The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children

and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and

premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the

rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and

current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it

uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil

train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of

explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also

fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of

the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,

including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's

central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a

groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of

Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve

this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into

account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining

process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of

oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's

efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and

Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,

CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them

to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution

for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San

Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Bruce

1426 El Sereno

Yuba City, CA 95993-5608

(310) 592-9418



From: "marylea3@gmail.com" <marylea3@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 09:37 AM 
Subject: marylea3@gmail.com 
 
 
 
 
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 
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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. 
 
marylea3@gmail.com 
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From: Sarah Williams <smailliwmharas@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/18/2014 07:36 PM 
Subject: :( 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Wilson, 
 
I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. As a student at the University of 
California, Santa Barbara, and therefore resident of Goleta, the Phillips 
66 project puts my community, and many others, at risk. This project presents 
significant and unacceptable risks to Isla Vista, Goleta, Santa Barbara, and 
communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders [in my community] 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 in 
Goleta 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 
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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, 
Sarah Williams 
 



From: "ekroboth@gmail.com" <ekroboth@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 09:06 AM 
Subject: Please Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
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 
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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, 
 



From: "mads@mbjerre.com" <mads@mbjerre.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 11:08 AM 
Subject: mads@mbjerre.com 
 
 
 
 
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 
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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, 
 



From: "safutrell@ucdavis.edu" <safutrell@ucdavis.edu> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 05:16 PM 
Subject: PLEASE Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities 
across California. 
 
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 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. 
 
Toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable risk to 
public health. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for 
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 
premature death. 
 
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. 
 
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. 
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Thank you. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 



From: "jeff@barnboyfurniture.com" <jeff@barnboyfurniture.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 11:54 PM 
Subject: PLEASE PLEASE PLEASE REJECT the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
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 
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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, 
 



From: "nekoui0@gmail.com" <nekoui0@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/22/2014 06:07 PM 
Subject: Don't Mess Up The Bay Area 
 
 
 
 
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 
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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, Kamyar. 
 



From: "drjimstewart@gmail.com" <drjimstewart@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/22/2014 08:01 PM 
Subject: PROTECT OUR HEALTH-Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
 
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 
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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, 
 



From: "duclaud@comcast.net" <duclaud@comcast.net> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/23/2014 12:02 AM 
Subject: Oppose the Phillips 66 oil train proposal 
 
 
 
Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 
 
This message is to express my deep concern about the dangerous 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 
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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, 
 



From: "largentof55@sbcglobal.net" <largentof55@sbcglobal.net> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/23/2014 05:36 AM 
Subject: Reject the Phillips 66 oil train proposal, NOW! 
 
 
 
 
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 
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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, 
 
 



From: "linda@pxsarchitecture.com" <linda@pxsarchitecture.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/23/2014 01:04 PM 
Subject: linda@pxsarchitecture.com 
 
 
 
 
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 
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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. 
 
California 
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Jose 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, San Jose 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 Jose 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 Jose County Planning 

Commission and Board 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, Patricia Albers
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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, Mihir
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hahnehahnehahnehahne@@@@prismnetprismnetprismnetprismnet ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 02:49 PM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Kayu Choy
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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, Samantha
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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.  Build a safer transportation method.  Like a 

pipeline!

Respectfully yours, Dharma Naidu
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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,
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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,
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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, Julie Huang
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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,
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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,
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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, Selena
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
aishwaryaaishwaryaaishwaryaaishwarya ....nairnairnairnair22222222@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 04:02 PM

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, Aishwarya
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
sajansajansajansajan98989898@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 03:36 PM

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,
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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, Shirley Xu
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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,
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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,
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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, Hana Terfai
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

This is important to us. 

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,
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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,
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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 PhillipI's 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,
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
safisafisafisafi ....nazzalnazzalnazzalnazzal@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 01:37 PM

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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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, Mingun
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, fragilebird
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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,
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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, Richard Kanamaru
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Aniruddh
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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,
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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, Charlie
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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,
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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, Areeb
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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,
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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,
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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, John & Sara Donnelly
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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,
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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, Audrey
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Jose decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail near San 

Jose. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at risk. 

This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities 

across California.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 

current safety standards will not protect the public. 

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.

This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 

communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

While I do not live close enough to the rail lines affected by these trains I 

have seen the horrendous damage and loss of life that can occur when, not if 

there should be a derailment. Local fire fighters are simply not trained or 

equipped to handle such an accident.

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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
treetreetreetree....fitzpatrickfitzpatrickfitzpatrickfitzpatrick@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 07:43 AM

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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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

I am a frequent commuter through San Jose and up the 880 corridor into Oakland 

and Berkeley.  It would be disastrous to have a train spill and catch fire 

along this heavily traveled area.  This proposal should be defeated.

Respectfully yours,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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, robin Kibby



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
angieangieangieangie@@@@angiespinelliangiespinelliangiespinelliangiespinelli ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:10 AM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
beauabroughtonbeauabroughtonbeauabroughtonbeauabroughton@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:21 PM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
writetomelwritetomelwritetomelwritetomel 75757575@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:13 PM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Igor
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
haneyhaneyhaneyhaney2527252725272527@@@@roadrunnerroadrunnerroadrunnerroadrunner ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 06:05 PM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Lavonn Ambrecht
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
stevensustevensustevensustevensu3333@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 03:16 PM

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,
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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, C.H. Voss, California native
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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, Gordon Smith
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I have 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,
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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,
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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,  JANET MCCOLL
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
chargreaveschargreaveschargreaveschargreaves 055055055055@@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:18 PM

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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Please reject the proposal of a Phillips 66 oil train that will endanger 

people in California, including those in San Jose which is near my home. 

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
francesaubreyfrancesaubreyfrancesaubreyfrancesaubrey@@@@earthlinkearthlinkearthlinkearthlink ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:48 AM

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,
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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, PLEASE!!!
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

The following represents my position in strong opposition  to the Phillips 66 

proposed rail spur.

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,nicole milner
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am the Executive Director of The Fort Ord Environmental Justice Network.  We 

are 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.  One such community 

is a huge contaminated Military site in  Monterey County California.  We 

cannot afford to have more exposures and unsafe transport coming through our 

communities that will cause harm to multiple families and communities.  Our 

Air is already contaminated with toxins due to Prescribed burns, from the 

Army.  They are using Alumajell, which is a Derivative of napalm.  Monterey 

County also conducts Prescribed burns using diesel fuel and gasoline. 

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, LeVonne Stone
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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,
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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,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Charles Taylor
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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To: p66-railspur-comments

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, Grace Allen
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
bibliophilebibliophilebibliophilebibliophile 88888888@@@@mailmailmailmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:57 AM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Leah Mazel
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
simchasimchasimchasimcha3333@@@@msnmsnmsnmsn....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 10:39 PM

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,
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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.

D. Paskin
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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, Helen Twiss
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
mossmossmossmoss____mmmm@@@@attattattatt....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 09:19 PM

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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
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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,
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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 and the MANDATES of The Climate Solutions Act.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board 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,
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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, Denise Murphy
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Kevin Clark
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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,
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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,
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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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am deeply concerned 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 

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.

Alarmingly, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, which is approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because 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, a spill that would 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 scope and impacts.

Second, 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. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of 

tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. The report 

cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- 

of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.  The toxic 

air emissions resulting from this project pose an unacceptable risk to public 

health and significant increases in health care costs. 

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, along the length of the rich agricultural fields of the Salinas 

Valley and along California’s treasured central coast. With each oil train 

carrying more than 3,000,000 gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil, a 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water and food products for millions 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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
daledaledaledale@@@@inewgamesinewgamesinewgamesinewgames ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 05:31 PM

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,
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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,
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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, Carl Tilchen
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
infodaviesinfodaviesinfodaviesinfodavies@@@@earthlinkearthlinkearthlinkearthlink ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 05:03 PM

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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing as a San Jose citizen 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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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. 

This proposal is literally an accident waiting to happen.

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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

For the sake of our communities and our children, please reject the proposed 

oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project 

presents significant and unacceptable risks to our communities across 

California.

Our emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains 

and current safety standards will not protect the public. 

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. 

Besides, the EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of approximately 

180,000 gallons,  approximately six tank cars of crude, while most crude 

trains comprise100 or more tank car, which could lead to a spill 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. 

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.  

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. 

Third, the proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco 

Bay-Delta watershed and along California’s treasured central coast, carrying 

explosive, toxic crude oilnear rivers, streams, reservoirs, and groundwater 

aquifers. A spill could contaminate drinking water for millions of 

Californians. 

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. 



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board 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,
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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,
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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, Todd Fincannon
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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, Aman Gupta
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
glennonfxglennonfxglennonfxglennonfx@@@@attattattatt....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 02:03 PM

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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,
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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,




