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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
katdogkatdogkatdogkatdog9999@@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 12:53 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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Noah Gresham-Lancaster
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities and wildlife across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Stephanie Hancock
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Ron Kusel
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Rhiannon Borunda
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 A McClain, San Jose Resident
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Kathy Sutherland
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
dbdbdbdb@@@@xxxx1111sfsfsfsf....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 03:08 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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jfsardegnajfsardegnajfsardegnajfsardegna@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 09:49 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, Jill Sardegna
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep from this problem pose an unacceptable risk to 

public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 

toxic air emissions that will impact my community. Volatile toxic chemicals 

leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In 

its latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train 

facility will create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, 

including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites 

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

cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
salessalessalessales@@@@gallerycaliforniagallerycaliforniagallerycaliforniagallerycalifornia ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 06:06 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear SLO representatives,

I live in SLO.

I strongly urge you to reject the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 

66 Santa Maria Refinery.

This project is dangerous for our community and supports the horrible 

destruction which is taking place in Canada where the tar sands are mined at 

great cost to our environment today and our future world climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear SLO representatives,

My home is at 273 Chorro Street.

I strongly urge you to fully reject the proposed oil by rail project at the 

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.

The production and use of the products involved in this project is bad for the 

present and even worse for the future. In particular the extraction of 

petroleum fuels from tar sands must be stopped. This project does not stop 

this, instead it furthers it.

It is your duty as responsible representatives to reject the Phillips 66 

proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and 

unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, CAROL PRESS
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Francesca Davis
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
luannluannluannluann....wherrywherrywherrywherry@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 03:52 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, Bill Wagman
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities 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 someone who lives within blocks of the route that these trains will take, I 

implore you to deny the refinery expansion

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Jack Sardegna
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
badbellybadbellybadbellybadbelly 888888888888@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 09:44 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,leslie
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Mona Martine
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
rangerdaverangerdaverangerdaverangerdave@@@@mynvwmynvwmynvwmynvw....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 11:11 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, Wolfe "Roadman" Cevorov
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

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

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

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

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

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

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

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

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

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

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

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

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

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

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

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

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

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,   Paula J. Alban
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,  Jan Nicolosi
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Michal
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

Sixth, my family and community lives near the rail lines that these cars would 

travel on and I do not want to exposed to these chemicals and the disaster 

that is statistically going to occur.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Justin
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Thanks, Daniel
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Sandra Catdoza, RN
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, avoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Susan Steinbach
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am 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 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

HEY, DON'T BE IDIOTS...WE ACTUALLY DON'T NEED OIL..WE NEED RENEWABLES...WAKE 

UP

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 

In addition, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis underestimates the 

amount of a spill to six tank cars of crude.  Such a spill could devastate our 

scarce water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a 

significant threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be 

approved without analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Maya Harcourt
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
ymsoymsoymsoymso@@@@junojunojunojuno....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 04:56 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
helenhelenhelenhelen....dowdowdowdow2222@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 04:42 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
ediecediecediecediec29292929@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 04:27 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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
DbmjmayDbmjmayDbmjmayDbmjmay@@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 04:20 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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities 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 Registered Nurse, mother and grandmother, I am writing to express deep 

concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 

Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at 

risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
asalasalasalasal63636363@@@@sbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobal ....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 02:29 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, Lauren
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
pazpazpazpaz@@@@cruziocruziocruziocruzio ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 01:24 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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
tylertylertylertyler ....wwww....pricepricepriceprice@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 12:58 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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

Allow me to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the 

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
koyotekoyotekoyotekoyote____15151515@@@@msnmsnmsnmsn....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 05:50 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, Selina L.
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Nancy Evans
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Alicia Gilliam
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California. This train would run 

less than a mile from my house. 

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California, and runs directly 

through mine and many other neighborhoods. I am in the red zone, along with 

tens of thousands of others, and that is immediate, well before we get to the 

climate-disruptive implications.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 



carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
mmartammartammartammarta@@@@deltacollegedeltacollegedeltacollegedeltacollege ....eduedueduedu        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 08:14 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 INCREASED crude 

rail accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 

because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled 

during the PAST FOUR DECADES. The EIR must look at recent data, including 

accident data from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail 

incidents. This data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude 

being transported in old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate 

assessment of accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would 

serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis 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.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 

current safety standards will not protect the public. The recirculated draft 

EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does not adequately 

assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

But most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst 

case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of crude. 

Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and our 

local economy, and would pose a significant threat to public health and 

safety. This project cannot be approved without analyzing and mitigating its 

true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem 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, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The 

report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the 

elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.



Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Cathy Rubin
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Suzanne Morrone
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Ellin Payne
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to you from downtown San Jose, where I live, to express deep 

concern about the proposed oil by rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 

Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at 

risk. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to our 

communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Deborah
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis 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 unacceptable risks 

to our communities.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these dangerous trains and current 

standards will not protect the public. The recirculated draft EIR dangerously 

misinforms first responders because it does not adequately assess the risks of 

an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

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 

unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of accident risk 

and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons. That's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more 

cars. A worst case spill would be on the order of millions of gallons of 

crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and 

local economy, and would pose a significant threat to the public. This project 

cannot be approved without analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic emissions from this project pose an unacceptable risk that 

will impact my community. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into 

the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental 

review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 

“significant and unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including sulfur 

dioxide and carcinogens. The report cites increased risks -- particularly for 

children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and 

premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential 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. Each oil train carries more 

than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near a 

river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 

water for millions. During extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project 

and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria 



is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is 

proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic oil 

on Earth: tar sands. Transporting and refining tar sands will create more 

pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. 

San Luis Obispo cannot approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information for decision makers 

to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 

sands means more pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, and 

refining process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of 

oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine efforts to address 

climate change.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 

to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates 

significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and 

climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada, which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. 

This data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being 

transported in old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate 

assessment of accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would 

serve this project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Margaret Jordan
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, jordan
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
memmemmemmem1111@@@@csupomonacsupomonacsupomonacsupomona ....eduedueduedu        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/15/2014 03:06 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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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,



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jedjedjedjed....holtzmanholtzmanholtzmanholtzman@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/15/2014 01:39 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.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
amyallenamyallenamyallenamyallen@@@@alumnialumnialumnialumni ....stanfordstanfordstanfordstanford ....eduedueduedu        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/14/2014 10:08 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,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Debi Gale
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Kian Alavi
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
socialchangesocialchangesocialchangesocialchange 12121212@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/14/2014 05:29 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,  Izzie Dryer
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
aprylinsmcaaprylinsmcaaprylinsmcaaprylinsmca@@@@peoplepcpeoplepcpeoplepcpeoplepc ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/14/2014 03:05 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, Kate Stanley
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
marthalovesosomarthalovesosomarthalovesosomarthalovesoso@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 05:07 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, we much reduce consumption of oil and other fossil fuels, 

and leave 80% of known reserves in the ground in order for the world to remain 

habitable!  Therefore, we do not need to expand oil transport and processing 

capacity, especially if tar sands oil -- something like three times as carbon 

intensive -- is to be handled.  A decision not to reject this proposal would 

be inconsistent with California's own carbon reduction goals.

Also, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains 

and current safety standards will not protect the public. The recirculated 

draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does not 

adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.



Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I'm writing to express worry about the proposed oil by rail project at the 

Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents  unacceptable risks to 

our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR misinforms first responders because it does not 

adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates unavoidable and unnecessary risks for our 

communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Lisa Rock
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Laura Diep
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

WTF!!!    WhyY would anyone want to bring oil by rail?????

Let's NOT DO THIS!

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California and the Bay area where 

I reside.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Cindy Soto
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa 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 in Sonoma 

County,  but this would affect air and water quality all around the state.  If 

there are accidents as we know there will be those impacts will be felt 

throughout the state that we love. This is a crazy, greedy, totally insane 

idea that must be prevented from being built.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 



watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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 Hochberg
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Elizabeth Watts
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities in the San Francisco Bay area where I 

live..

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
blueborablueborablueborabluebora@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 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
carolcarolcarolcarol ....crabillcrabillcrabillcrabill@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 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, Carol Crabill
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 



could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 

spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 

our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 

the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 

throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 

unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 

near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
jesigatajesigatajesigatajesigata@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 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,



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
jotemahernjotemahernjotemahernjotemahern@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 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.

We all saw what happened in Canada two years ago. 40 people killed and an 

entire lake ecosystem destroyed. Please don't put us at risk here for the 

monetary benefit of a few rich folks. If we say no to them, they will find 

another way to funnel their funds into projects that actually benefit the 

immediate and global communities. 

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 

dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 

recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 

not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 

it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 

rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 

accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 

we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 

past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 

from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 

data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 

old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 

accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 

project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 

approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 

This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 

100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 

order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 

water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 

threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 

analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 

unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 

unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 

Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 

communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 

admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 

unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 

cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 

particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 

respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 



near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 

The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 

watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 

carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 

derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 

could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 

of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 

risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 

proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 

toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 

Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 

Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 

most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 

tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 

the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 

approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 

decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 

project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 

transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 

intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 

undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 

disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 

Commission and Board of Supervisors 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
jaclynjaclynjaclynjaclyn ....huntingtonhuntingtonhuntingtonhuntington@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 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
jblitwinjblitwinjblitwinjblitwin@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 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,



PhillipsPhillipsPhillipsPhillips    66666666    rail terminal expansion projectrail terminal expansion projectrail terminal expansion projectrail terminal expansion project
Ron CareyRon CareyRon CareyRon Carey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:04 AM

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 resident of San Leandro and live on the periphery of the identified blast zone.  I 

am Board Vice-President of the San Leandro Unified School District, 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 Board Trustee 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,

 

Ron Carey

Board Vice-President, Trustee Area 6

San Leandro Unified School District

14735 Juniper St.

San Leandro, CA  94579



Please reject the PhillipsPlease reject the PhillipsPlease reject the PhillipsPlease reject the Phillips     66666666    Rail Terminal Expansion ProjectRail Terminal Expansion ProjectRail Terminal Expansion ProjectRail Terminal Expansion Project
Vince RosatoVince RosatoVince RosatoVince Rosato         to: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Cc: Maureen Forney, "hderespini@sanleandro.org"

Please respond to Vince RosatoPlease respond to Vince RosatoPlease respond to Vince RosatoPlease respond to Vince Rosato

From: Vince4schools@yahoo.com
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us
Subject: Phillips 66 Rail Terminal Expansion Project
Date: Sat, 22 Nov 2014 07:36:08 -0800
To the Attention of Mr. Murry Wilson
SLO County Planning Department
 
Honorable, Mr. Wilson:

I'm emailing you to express my strong opposition to the Phillips 66 rail terminal expansion 
project.  I am a resident and school board Trustee of San Leandro Unified School District, 
writing as an individual.  I live on the periphery of the identified blast zone. Several of our school 
campuses are within the blast zone through which the oil trains would travel.  As the District's 
liaison to the City of San Leandro's Disaster Preparedness Council, I am  deeply concerned 
about the potential dangers associated with this entire project.  Additionally, bringing tar sands 
oil through California undermines our State's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
Our emergency responders have only recently been alerted to the potential accidents for these 
heavy, very long oil trains, and the current safety standards do not yet 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 older, and subsequently, not as 
safe, as newer tanker cars.
 
In my role as a  San Leandro Unified School District Governing Board Trustee, our District 
Emergency Operations Procedure plan is not yet prepared to address the additional threats to 
our school communities approval of the Phillips 66 Expansion Project would bring.  I hope it 
never has to because the dirtier tar sands oil ought not be railed through our City.  As you may 
already know, school employees, 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, air quality reductions occasioned in tandem with  transport and possible accidental spills 
pose another 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 
extended drought.
 
I urge the planning department to 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.
 
All of us are certainly connected, and this proposed project you are considering in Santa Maria 
will affect the health and well-being of millions of people along the train routes.  It poses 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 reject the Phillips 66 Rail Terminal Expansion Project.
 
Respectfully yours,

 
Honorable Vince J. Rosato
Trustee, Clerk, San Leandro Unified School District Governing Board
1542 141st Avenue
San Leandro, CA 94578
510-357-1755
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Mr. Murry Wilson 

San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis 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, Katherine Baumgartner



From:   "allenbohnert@hotmail.com" <allenbohnert@hotmail.com> 
To:     p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date:   11/14/2014 08:35 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, 
 
My friends, family, and I 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 MANY communities throughout California at risk. 
 
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to many of our 
communities across California. 
 
First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it 
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster. 
 
The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because it 
only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates 
between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that 
more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the past four decades. 
The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data from Canada which has 
also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. 
 
These data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported 
in old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this project. 
 
Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 
or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the order of 
millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce water 
resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant threat to 
public health and safety. 
 
We believe that this project cannot be approved without analyzing and mitigating 
its true impacts. 
 
1: the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an unacceptable risk 
to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of 
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toxic air emissions that will impact my community. Volatile toxic chemicals leak 
out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its 
latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train 
facility will create “significant and unavoidable” 
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing 
chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children 
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature 
death. 
 
2: the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train carries 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment near 
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, 
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of 
our state. 
 
3, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 
single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring toxic Canadian tar 
sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by 
pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining tar 
sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail 
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve this 
project in isolation. 
 
4, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for decision 
makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. Tar 
sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, transportation, 
and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other 
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state’s 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. 
 
For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our 
communities and our climate. 
 
Respectfully, 
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