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Please respond to johnotaPlease respond to johnotaPlease respond to johnotaPlease respond to johnota

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Ota
1720 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Please respond to kjspringPlease respond to kjspringPlease respond to kjspringPlease respond to kjspring

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kenneth Spring
480 Marin Oaks Dr.
Novato, CA 94949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Megan Quenzer
340 Clifton St.
Oakland, CA 94618
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kevin MulveyKevin MulveyKevin MulveyKevin Mulvey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:20 AM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kevin Mulvey
1048 Aileen St.
Oakland, CA 94608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jim Singer
3715 Aurora Loop
Rocklin, CA 95677
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sandra Cope
19191 Harvard Ave., #268D
Irvine, CA 92612
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mohammad Nazihi
540 Alcatraz Ave
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

mark harwood
5825 Costello Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Smernoff
316 Peninsula Avenue
Burlingame, CA 94010
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Theo Saunders
358 S. Highland Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
US
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Please respond to lesliePlease respond to lesliePlease respond to lesliePlease respond to leslie

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Leslie LeClere
12220 Tiara Street
Valley Village, CA 91607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jennifer Robins
15212 NOTTINGHAM LN
HUNTINGTON BEACH, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Darlene Zavalney
1111 West 10th Street, Unit C
San Pedro, CA 90731
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

jennifer bradley
1819 12th st
santa monica, CA 90404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nancy Havassy
5940 Thornhill Drive
OKLAND, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Donna Lemongello
1606 L St.
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Denise Redden
13051 Lincoln Way Unit E
Auburn, CA 95603
USA
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

George Nauful
Salida del Sol Dr
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I write to urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I strongly oppose to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders are untrained to deal with a disaster lurking in 
these train cars. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates 
rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, 
omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
This troubling and biased draft "evaluation" is misleading and 
(intentionally?) obfuscates the danger. More crude spilled from trains in 2013 
than during the past four decades combined. The EIR must include the recent 
data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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. 

4. The EIR has yet to analyze fully 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. This is an unacceptable risk at any time and a criminal act 
during California's extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project, as 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.

6. 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. 

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 



to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. It does not offer a 
cumulative benefit to the people of California, but is instead a sell-out to 
corporate profits.

Ann Carranza
1330 Tulip Court
Healdsburg, CA 95448
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nancy Cornelius
P.O. Box 163825
Sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

rita Gatto
1803 Ladrillo Aisle
Irvine, CA 92606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mary Trujillo
626 S Live Oak Drive
Anaheim, CA 92805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Evette Andersen
10230 Ridgeview Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Ellis
1080 Redberry Place
Nipomo, CA 93444
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Claire Phillips
221 Wapello St
Altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Roger Kohler
38 N Almaden Blvd Unit 1623
San Jose, CA 95110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

brett byers
310 hillside ave
piedmont, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marsha Malone
13228 Roswell Ave
Chino, CA 91710
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Theresa Vernon
2241 Grahn Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bob Day
Box 316
Coloma, CA 95613
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jan AdamsJan AdamsJan AdamsJan Adams         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:17 AM

Please respond to janPlease respond to janPlease respond to janPlease respond to jan

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jan Adams
269 Bartlett
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alan Reyes
10201 Woodbine St.
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

darynne jessler
4408 gentry ave
valley village, CA 91607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Salome Hawkins
6159 E Calle Pantano
Anaheim, CA 92807
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Norman Howel
1585 Valdez Way
Fremont, CA 94539
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Anthony Castello
24214 Lema Drive
Valencia, CA 91355
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robin Johnson
Vineyard
Templeton, CA 93475
US
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Please respond to lauraeileensanchezPlease respond to lauraeileensanchezPlease respond to lauraeileensanchezPlease respond to lauraeileensanchez

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Laura Sanchez
400 Rancho Rd
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
US
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Please respond to rayPlease respond to rayPlease respond to rayPlease respond to ray

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ray Goldberg
3800 Arbutus Ct.
Hayward, CA 94542
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Maret Ekner
South 5 th Street
Grover Beach, CA 93433
SE
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

GEORGE BUDD
1463 S. SHERBOURNE DRIVE
LOS ANGELES, CA 90035
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

zahra kelly
4385 25t street
san francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Janet Bindas
2973 Mi Elana Circle
Walnut Creek, CA 94598
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Shanna Bennington
1907 190th St
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

George Smith
215 Danube Drive
aptos, CA 95003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nicolette van Sluis
912 marco
Venice, CA 90291
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Matt Lunn
450 Lohrman Lane
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bonnie Steiger
1335 Clay St.
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Newman-Kuzel
3617 Glenfeliz Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90039
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

diana kliche
3351 ridge pk ct
Long Beach, CA 90804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tamara Paul
3773 Pacific Ave
Riverside, CA 92509
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

andrea weber
3955 la Cresenta
El sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bob Miller
1265 Pacific Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bryce Edmonds
135 S. La Brea Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mitchell Diamond
441 E Washington ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Miguel Link
2315 laurel pl
Newport Beach, CA 92663
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Steven Sugarman
PO Box 923
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kit Long
2134 Clay Street
Napa, CA 94559
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Felicia Feingersch
557 43rd St
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Scott Rubel
977 Montecito Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Patricia Lestz
7301 vista del mar b107
Playa del Rey, CA 90293
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

henry rossbacher
1004 WOODSTOCK LANE
VENTURA, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Toy
6051 Ventura Canyon Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Elizabeth Grace
42121 Village 42
Camarillo, CA 93012
US
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Please respond to kashmiriPlease respond to kashmiriPlease respond to kashmiriPlease respond to kashmiri ....skyskyskysky

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

F Hammer
1490 Chestnut St
San Francisco, CA 94123
US
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Please respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonadu

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Donna Bates
839eniston Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90005
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Donna BatesDonna BatesDonna BatesDonna Bates         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:14 AM

Please respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonadu

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Donna Bates
839eniston Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90005
US
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Please respond to mitchdsfPlease respond to mitchdsfPlease respond to mitchdsfPlease respond to mitchdsf

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

mitch dalition
350 broderick street 415
sf, CA 94117
US
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Please respond to SaurweinPlease respond to SaurweinPlease respond to SaurweinPlease respond to Saurwein 6666

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Irene Saurwein
1478 3rd st
Los Osos, CA 93402
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

George Grace
3864 clayton Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to bobamillerPlease respond to bobamillerPlease respond to bobamillerPlease respond to bobamiller

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bob Miller
21316 de la Osa St
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Clover Catskill
1730 Glen Ct.
Pinole, CA 94564
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mary Mesesan
272 S. Feldner Rd
Orange, CA 92868
US
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Please respond to stoilovPlease respond to stoilovPlease respond to stoilovPlease respond to stoilov ....llll

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Luben Stoilov
23 Meadow Drive
San Rafael, CA 94903
US
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Please respond to mollmacPlease respond to mollmacPlease respond to mollmacPlease respond to mollmac

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Molly McEnerney
3246 Judy Lane
Lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Please respond to grstewartPlease respond to grstewartPlease respond to grstewartPlease respond to grstewart

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

As a Professor Emeritus of Zoology and Environmental Science, I am writing to 
strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in Santa Maria just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Thank you for your attention to my comments!

Glenn R Stewart, Ph.D.
4524 Briney Point Street
La Verne, CA 91750
US
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Please respond to shishkinPlease respond to shishkinPlease respond to shishkinPlease respond to shishkin

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

rosemarie shishkin
411-44th ave
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sandy Levine
974 North Holliston Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91104
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Richard Moore
9440 Ross Station Rd.
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ronald Bogin
2605 Edwards Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jane Lagas
261 Wayne Ave
Oakland, CA 94606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

K Kawecki
Beechwood
Alta Loma, CA 91737
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
J LasahnJ LasahnJ LasahnJ Lasahn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to jacquelinePlease respond to jacquelinePlease respond to jacquelinePlease respond to jacqueline

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

J Lasahn
808 Balra Drive
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ted BayerTed BayerTed BayerTed Bayer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to tbayerPlease respond to tbayerPlease respond to tbayerPlease respond to tbayer

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to DENY THE PROPOSED OIL-BY-RAIL PROJECT at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ted Bayer
8 Robertson Terrace
Mill Valley, CA 94941
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
David KemnitzerDavid KemnitzerDavid KemnitzerDavid Kemnitzer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to dkemnitzerPlease respond to dkemnitzerPlease respond to dkemnitzerPlease respond to dkemnitzer

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

David Kemnitzer
37 Croxton Ave.
Oakland, CA 94611
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to aussiedogPlease respond to aussiedogPlease respond to aussiedogPlease respond to aussiedog ....carpentercarpentercarpentercarpenter

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gary Carpenter
2707 belmont canyon rd
belmont, CA 94044
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Leslie EdgertonLeslie EdgertonLeslie EdgertonLeslie Edgerton         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:11 AM

Please respond to herwhoPlease respond to herwhoPlease respond to herwhoPlease respond to herwho

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Leslie Edgerton
5008 University Drive
Santa Barbara, CA 93111
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to vbfeverPlease respond to vbfeverPlease respond to vbfeverPlease respond to vbfever 1111

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Craney
8101 Ellis Ave
Huntington Beach, CA 92646
US
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Please respond to gwisePlease respond to gwisePlease respond to gwisePlease respond to gwise 77777777

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

george I.
3 vista sierra
rsm, CA 92688
US
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Please respond to lrhagenPlease respond to lrhagenPlease respond to lrhagenPlease respond to lrhagen

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Linda Kline
4114 Ashbrook Circle
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Snyder
335 Summit Place
Pt. Richmond, CA 94801
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion

Francine LarsteinFrancine LarsteinFrancine LarsteinFrancine Larstein         
to
:

p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:11 AM

Please respond to francinePlease respond to francinePlease respond to francinePlease respond to francine

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Francine Larstein
368 White Road
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Betti
3490 Coy Drive
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Richard Neffson
6353 San Benito Drive
Rohnert Park, CA 94928
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Valerie LoveValerie LoveValerie LoveValerie Love         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:11 AM

Please respond to vmontanalovePlease respond to vmontanalovePlease respond to vmontanalovePlease respond to vmontanalove

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Valerie Love
1304 Monterey Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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.

On a more personal note, I live in the Los Angeles area and visit the Central 



Coast of California from time to time.  The Central Coast offers a beautiful 
respite from the madness of LA, and I cherish the peace and beauty of those 
visits.  All of that will be diminished by the proposed oil trains.  I imagine 
that others enjoy that aspect of the Central Coast as well and with their 
tourist dollars contribute to the local economy. 

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.

Susan Klenner
23150 Collins Street
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Ennis
2912 Diamond Street #365
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kathleen Rogers
16211 Downey Ave, Unit 129
Paramount,, CA 90723
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mary Edwards
2690 Mack Way
Woodland, CA 95776
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ruth Clifford
1505 DeRose Way, #94
San Jose, CA 95126
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am in Santa Maria very often.  I have grandchildren who live near there. 

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

KC Victor
1971 WestridgeRoad
Los Angeles, CA 90049
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Essex
1481 Lake Hills Dr.
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cynthia Cornell
P.O. Box 99
Mill Valley, CA 94942
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Victoria Spiers
2124 Mckinley Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marinell Daniel
4070 La Colina Rd
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
keefe nghekeefe nghekeefe nghekeefe nghe         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:10 AM

Please respond to knghePlease respond to knghePlease respond to knghePlease respond to knghe 77777777

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

keefe nghe
1213 cardigan ave.
ventura, CA 93004
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
CRISTA BIRGYCRISTA BIRGYCRISTA BIRGYCRISTA BIRGY         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:10 AM

Please respond to cmbirgyPlease respond to cmbirgyPlease respond to cmbirgyPlease respond to cmbirgy

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

CRISTA BIRGY
3940 Laurel Canyon Blvd.
Studio City, CA 91604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mews Small
29100. 121st
Little rock, CA 93543
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Angela Orozco
1096 Fulton Street
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

A Grey
1123 Indiana St.
Vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am STRONGLY OPPOSED to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bernadine Deckard
1427 Delwood
Vallejo, CA 94591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Andrea Anaya
14802 Newport Ave.
Tustin, CA 92780
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

J P
355 Granite Ave
Oakland, CA 95521
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
probyn gregoryprobyn gregoryprobyn gregoryprobyn gregory         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:09 AM

Please respond to probyngregoryPlease respond to probyngregoryPlease respond to probyngregoryPlease respond to probyngregory

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

probyn gregory
10877 Deliban St
Tujunga, CA 91042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jordan Briskin
2850 Middlefield Road, Apt. 116
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bonnie Ricca
372 Belmont Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kyle TePoel
699 County square dr #3
Ventura, CA 93003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ann Bein
2216 Overland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Margie BorchersMargie BorchersMargie BorchersMargie Borchers         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to margieborchersPlease respond to margieborchersPlease respond to margieborchersPlease respond to margieborchers

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Margie Borchers
401 e micheltorena
santa barbara, CA 93101
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Monique BigliaMonique BigliaMonique BigliaMonique Biglia         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to MoniquebigliaPlease respond to MoniquebigliaPlease respond to MoniquebigliaPlease respond to Moniquebiglia

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Monique Biglia
11244 Morrison street
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Steve BradasichSteve BradasichSteve BradasichSteve Bradasich         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to sbradasichPlease respond to sbradasichPlease respond to sbradasichPlease respond to sbradasich

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Steve Bradasich
17646 Lemarsh St.
Northridge, CA 91325
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Delia DominguezDelia DominguezDelia DominguezDelia Dominguez         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to deedominguezPlease respond to deedominguezPlease respond to deedominguezPlease respond to deedominguez

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Delia Dominguez
981 N Virginia Ave
Covina, CA 91722
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Roger BlairRoger BlairRoger BlairRoger Blair         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to RogerPlease respond to RogerPlease respond to RogerPlease respond to Roger ....BlairBlairBlairBlair

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Roger Blair
33140 Lake Oneida St
Fremont, CA 94555
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Sarah FrutigSarah FrutigSarah FrutigSarah Frutig         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to sarahfrutigPlease respond to sarahfrutigPlease respond to sarahfrutigPlease respond to sarahfrutig

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sarah Frutig
8960 Woodale Ave.
Arleta, CA 91331
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Joanna MorganJoanna MorganJoanna MorganJoanna Morgan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to joPlease respond to joPlease respond to joPlease respond to jo

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

THIS IS A NO BRAINER:
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Joanna Morgan
1843 El Camino de la Luz
Santa Barbara, CA 93109
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to nicholasswPlease respond to nicholasswPlease respond to nicholasswPlease respond to nicholassw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Pamela Olson
241 12th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94118
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to pskPlease respond to pskPlease respond to pskPlease respond to psk ....unltdunltdunltdunltd

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

paul kelmenson
11150 Olympic Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Henry Weinberg
835 Puente Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Seen Robinson
933 Oyster St.
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lauren Matelski
2121 Glacier Dr, Apt 38
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brad Rae
24892 Rivendell Drive
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ken WindrumKen WindrumKen WindrumKen Windrum         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to kwindrumPlease respond to kwindrumPlease respond to kwindrumPlease respond to kwindrum

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ken Windrum
511 S. Serrano Ave., #405
Los Angeles, CA 90020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

d s
124 main st
san francisco, CA 94105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

inge wagner
335 S Berendo St
Los Angeles, CA 90020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Travis Thumm
730 Hayes St
San Francisco, CA 94102
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Carol Becker
14257 Roblar place
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to PontiffpPlease respond to PontiffpPlease respond to PontiffpPlease respond to Pontiffp

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Paul Vesper
1601 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Please respond to ChadtherocknrollerPlease respond to ChadtherocknrollerPlease respond to ChadtherocknrollerPlease respond to Chadtherocknroller

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Chad Comey
1029 Via de la Paz
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
US
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Please respond to bjbaldockPlease respond to bjbaldockPlease respond to bjbaldockPlease respond to bjbaldock

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Barbara Baldock
1330 Castro Court
Monterey, CA 93940
US
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Please respond to mtPlease respond to mtPlease respond to mtPlease respond to mt ____trouttrouttrouttrout

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Tomlinson
2776 18th Street
Sacramento, CA 95818
US
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Please respond to msarrailPlease respond to msarrailPlease respond to msarrailPlease respond to msarrail

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marijeanne Sarraille
Declines 2 State
Pittsburg, CA 94565
US
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Please respond to taopowerPlease respond to taopowerPlease respond to taopowerPlease respond to taopower

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rev. Joe Futterer
122 Pueblo Ln
Topanga, CA 90290
US
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Please respond to jclarkPlease respond to jclarkPlease respond to jclarkPlease respond to jclark

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joanna Clark
32302 Alipaz St., Spc. 267
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tony Hicks
821 Royal Ann Lane
Concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.



Robert Applebaum
3229 Lake Albano Cir
San Jose, CA 95135
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Norman Aguilar
2220 Colorado Ave.
Santa Monica, CA 90404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Timothy Gilmore
930 Post St., #14
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Mahon
209 armentiers
Forestville, CA 95436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Wayne Kastner
2240 Jeanette Place
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Manny Wong
563 Las Casas Ave
pacific palisades, CA 90272
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Linda Shelley
Holly Hill Ln
Loomis, CA 95650
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Anne Klein
700 East L St
Benicia, CA 94510
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jana Perinchief
3330 Arbor Way
Sacramento, CA 95821
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Patricia Salimbeni
23775 Via Astorga
Mission Viejo, CA 92691
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lorna Moore
2108 Las Canoas Rd.
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kai EwertKai EwertKai EwertKai Ewert         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to ewertPlease respond to ewertPlease respond to ewertPlease respond to ewert

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kai Ewert
702 Country Club Rd
Ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Amy Robinson
933 Oyster Street
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Drew Nettinga
16031 Gramercy Drive
San Leandro, CA 94578
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Stephen Weitz
2757 Best Ave.
Oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Linda Shadle
2449 West Ball Rd., Apt. 1
Anaheim, CA 92804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Patricia Salimbeni
23775 Via Astorga
Mission Viejo, CA 92691
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert S. Tinnon
4257 Freedom Dr. #702
Calabasas, CA 91302
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Janet Kennington
2258 Beverly Glen Place
Los Angeles, CA 90077
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

James Rego
3161 Sonoma Valley Dr
Fairfield, CA 94534
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

heather wilber
50 via vinca
santa cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Christine Keith
2527 McGee Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joann Bergmann
2950 Motor Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joyce Jenkins
1450 4th Street
Berkeley, CA 94710
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Krikourian
4100 Milano Ct
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

martyn phillips
2280 hecker pass rd
gilroy, CA 95020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Victoria Shoemaker
1107 Rose Ave.
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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



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

Shoshana Wechsler
59 Kenyon Ave.
Kensington, CA 94708
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Georgia BrewerGeorgia BrewerGeorgia BrewerGeorgia Brewer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:05 AM

Please respond to georgiabrewerPlease respond to georgiabrewerPlease respond to georgiabrewerPlease respond to georgiabrewer

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Georgia Brewer
5518 Ventura Canyon Avenue
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Manmeet Toor
1030 Tiverton Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rick Huyett
21539 Jessie Way
Los Gatos, CA 95033
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Henderson
5352 Sisson Drive
Huntington Beach, CA 92649
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Patricia Bowers
341 36 Ave.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lesley Spowart
25872 paseo real
Monterey, CA 93940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Andree Armand
808 Crestmoore place
Venice, CA 90291
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tammy Davis
423 East 7th Street, Room 536
Los Angeles, CA 90014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brian Murphy
4856 Sylmar Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Donna Jensen
13163 Fountain Park Drive
Playa Vista, CA 90094
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Delaney
285 N. Ventura ave unit 11
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Russ Ramirez
1798 Kenwood place
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Carolyn Boodman
13280 El Dorado Dr., #189F
Seal Beach, CA 90740
UM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Catherine Jenkins
26481 Via Marina
Mission Viejo, CA 92691
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Razzaq Capra
1640 Poin
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Wayne GibbWayne GibbWayne GibbWayne Gibb         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:03 AM

Please respond to wdgibbPlease respond to wdgibbPlease respond to wdgibbPlease respond to wdgibb

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Wayne Gibb
8425 Spring Drive
Forestville, CA 95436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Barnett
14316 Pepperwood Drive
Penn Valley, CA 95946
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jessica Wolfe
699 Gravenstein Hwy North Apt 24
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ken Robertson
17734 Devonshire Street #3
Northridge, CA 91325
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gerald Stratman
4679 Warm Springs
Glen Ellen, CA 95442
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rodger Reed
231 Kennebec Ave
Long Beach, CA 90803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Steven Mandel MD
928 Harbor Crossing Lane
Marina del Rey, CA 90292
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Christine Trela
11555 Santa Gertrudes Ave. #168
Whittier, CA 90604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ray Gordon
3020 Bridgeway -Suite #185
Sausalito, CA 94965
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brent Spencer
3214 Josie Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Claudia Schwartz
2558 Clay Street
San Francisco, CA 94115
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

jeri pollock
590 Buena Loma St
Altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sara Templeton
1878 San Jose Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brad Rae
24892 Rivendell Drive
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kahlei Light
7730 Lexington Ave. #205
West Hollywood, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Howard Higson
7765 Dos Palos Lane
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sheri Duren
909 S Knott Ave
Anaheim, CA 92804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Debbie Williamson
935 14th Street
Marysville, CA 95901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alan Townsend
520 S. Van Ness Ave #281
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Essman
P. O. Box 1381
Healdsburg, CA 95448
US
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Please respond to rachelleppcPlease respond to rachelleppcPlease respond to rachelleppcPlease respond to rachelleppc

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

rachelle henderson
2626 elizondo ave
simi valley, CA 93065
US
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Please respond to hschlingPlease respond to hschlingPlease respond to hschlingPlease respond to hschling

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Henry Schlinger
708 Country Club Dr.
Burbank, CA 91501
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Philo CapsPhilo CapsPhilo CapsPhilo Caps         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:01 AM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Philo Caps
No Postal Mail
Santa Cruz, CA 95065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

susan hughes
330 stevely ave
long beach, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bitsa Burger
PO Box 995
Novato, CA 94948
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Janice Vrmeer
4915 San Francisco St.
Rocklin, CA 95677
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kathryn Santana
2218 High Mesa Dr
Bradbury, CA 91008
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

t c
g
mv, CA 94941
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Celine Nahas
6516 W. 85th Place
LA, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jon Dumbelton
8312 Canyon Oak Drive
Citrus Heights, CA 95610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Deborah Clanton
21825 Arminta St.
Canoga park, CA 91304
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Andrew FreyAndrew FreyAndrew FreyAndrew Frey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:59 AM

Please respond to arfreyPlease respond to arfreyPlease respond to arfreyPlease respond to arfrey 00000000

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.



Andrew Frey
85 N Holliston Ave #12
Pasadena, CA 91106
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

chris wiley
382 stowell ave
sunnyvale, CA 94085
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

R. Yamauchi
4774 Topanga Canyon Blvd
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Chad Johnson
635 E 9th St Apt 19
Long Beach, CA 90813
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

wayne Sheridan
169 Custer Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Dutton
3919 la Colina Rd.
Santa barbara, CA 93110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Grossman
PO Box 321
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Barbara Lyon
P. O. Box 1175
Goleta, CA 93116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jean Merritt
5249 auckland avenue
north hollywood, CA 91601
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cindy Tejeda
2732 Veteran ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Debi Bergsma
15376 Rock
Fontana, CA 92336
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mary Dederer
1269 Hoover St. #1
Menlo Park, CA 94025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rossnina Dort
3000 Coconut Court
Antioch, CA 94509
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Liz Redwing
4712 Admiralty Way #536
Marina del Rey, CA 90292
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Erik Schnabel
229 Dore St.
San Francisco, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Whitmore
2155 Foxworthy Ave
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jessica Ramirez
6621 W. 86th Place
Westchester, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ross Heckmann
1214 Valencia Way
Arcadia, CA 91006
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

JOSEPH REEL
PO BOX 51066
PACIFIC GROVE, CA 93950
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Casey Dake
2297 Montrose Drive
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ingrid Hirth
703 Timber Trail
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Christina DiJulio
86 Tamalpais Road
Berkeley, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Caryn Graves
1642 Curtis St.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

jon schroeder
45 laurelwood dr.
novato, CA 94949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Echols
261 Hermosa Way
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joan and Paul Armer
1700 De Anza Blvd.
San Mateo, CA, CA 94403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mariano Svidler
517 29th Avenue
San Mateo, CA 94403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dr Wayne Aller
12045 Susan Drive
Granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lynne Preston
638 Rhode Island St.
San Francisco, CA 94107
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

James Patton
427 Paco Dr.
Los Altos, CA 94024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Reback
1606 N. Avenue 55
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

J Angell
ponderosa rd
rescue, CA 95672
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Anne DugawAnne DugawAnne DugawAnne Dugaw         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:56 AM

Please respond to adugawPlease respond to adugawPlease respond to adugawPlease respond to adugaw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Anne Dugaw
385 Ogle Street #C
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Katherine Falk
62 Entrada Ave
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Debra Polansky
1415 Bald Hill Rd
Auburn, CA 95603
US
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Please respond to sanjosejuliaPlease respond to sanjosejuliaPlease respond to sanjosejuliaPlease respond to sanjosejulia

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Julia Howlett
1055 N 2nd Street
San Jose, CA 95112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

ARTHUR MANOOGIAN
128 w. mariposa
san clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Diane Rooney
6420 Schmidt Lane
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Benjamin Valega
8072 Briar Oaks Drive
San Ramon, CA 94582
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alice Thomas
4724 Madison Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95841
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Paula Zerzan
16912 falcon lane
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Melodie Rammer
P.O. Box 4848
Carmel-by-the-Sea, CA 93921
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Carolyn Weinberger
2844 Garber St.
Berkeley, CA 94705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Therese Hickey
1815 15th St
San Francisco, CA 94103
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Noel ParkNoel ParkNoel ParkNoel Park         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to noelPlease respond to noelPlease respond to noelPlease respond to noel

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Noel Park
6715 El Rodeo Road
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Howard CohenHoward CohenHoward CohenHoward Cohen         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to howardPlease respond to howardPlease respond to howardPlease respond to howard

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.



Howard Cohen
3272 Cowper Street
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
GARY JONESGARY JONESGARY JONESGARY JONES         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to GARYTJONESPlease respond to GARYTJONESPlease respond to GARYTJONESPlease respond to GARYTJONES

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

GARY JONES
2275 HUNTINGTON DRIVE
SAN MARINO, CA 91108
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dorothea StephanDorothea StephanDorothea StephanDorothea Stephan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to dorotelPlease respond to dorotelPlease respond to dorotelPlease respond to dorotel

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dorothea Stephan
Deglwies 1
Winzer, ot 94577
DE



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
George LewisGeorge LewisGeorge LewisGeorge Lewis         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to glewisPlease respond to glewisPlease respond to glewisPlease respond to glewis

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

George Lewis
1852 6th St.
Los Osos, CA 93402
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
DrDrDrDr....    David GilbertsonDavid GilbertsonDavid GilbertsonDavid Gilbertson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to southswellPlease respond to southswellPlease respond to southswellPlease respond to southswell

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dr. David Gilbertson
PO Box3355
Santa Barbara, CA 93130
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Sammarye LewisSammarye LewisSammarye LewisSammarye Lewis         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to sammaryePlease respond to sammaryePlease respond to sammaryePlease respond to sammarye

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sammarye Lewis
PO Bx 26331
San Jose, CA 95159
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to jlzimPlease respond to jlzimPlease respond to jlzimPlease respond to jlzim 33333333

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joanne Zimbler
3250 O'Neal Circle
Los angeles, CO 80301
US
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Please respond to jthumphrPlease respond to jthumphrPlease respond to jthumphrPlease respond to jthumphr

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tim Humphreys
1 Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Melissa SunderlandMelissa SunderlandMelissa SunderlandMelissa Sunderland         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to melritterPlease respond to melritterPlease respond to melritterPlease respond to melritter

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Melissa Sunderland
3844 Sherview Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to pearlbettyboopPlease respond to pearlbettyboopPlease respond to pearlbettyboopPlease respond to pearlbettyboop

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

pearl wheeler
915 e.Rio grande st #201
Pasadena, CA 91104
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to dgvanarsdalePlease respond to dgvanarsdalePlease respond to dgvanarsdalePlease respond to dgvanarsdale

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

D.G. van ARSDALE
117 park road 206
burlingame, CA 94010
US
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Please respond to rocksnfrPlease respond to rocksnfrPlease respond to rocksnfrPlease respond to rocksnfr

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gary Beckerman
3584 Pine Street
Santa Ynez, CA 93460
US
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Please respond to kellerkPlease respond to kellerkPlease respond to kellerkPlease respond to kellerk

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

KATHLEEN KELLER
1348 ROCKLEDGE LN  APT 1
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94595
US
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Please respond to mrigbyPlease respond to mrigbyPlease respond to mrigbyPlease respond to mrigby

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marianne Bernstein
1335 Morro Street
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Please respond to joanPlease respond to joanPlease respond to joanPlease respond to joan

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joan Andersson
1521 N Topanga Cyn
Topanga, CA 90290
US
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Please respond to jcloughPlease respond to jcloughPlease respond to jcloughPlease respond to jclough

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jim Clough
515 W. Harvard
Glendale, CA 91204
US
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Please respond to frederiquePlease respond to frederiquePlease respond to frederiquePlease respond to frederique ....jolyjolyjolyjoly

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

frederique joly
940 milwood ave
venice, CA 90291
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dylan Neubauer
2026 Back Ranch Rd.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lacey Levitt
11660 Church Street
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

William Gowern
830 E.Promenade Unit D
Azusa, CA 91702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

david warshauer
11848 dorothy st
los angeles, CA 90049
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alexander Vollmer
26 Narragansett Cove
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marcia ???? Flannery
363 40th st.
oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Roxanne Dwyer
322 North Fourth Avenue
Arcadia, CA 91006
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Bordeaux
10646 Chiquita St.
Toluca Lake, CA 91602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

David Isaac
670 Sycamore Ct.
Livermore, CA 94551
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ria Tanz Kubota
671 El Cerro Drive
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jason LaBerge
115 Paradise Cove Rd
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susi Higgins
611 N. Brand
Glendale, CA 91203
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
John DelgadoJohn DelgadoJohn DelgadoJohn Delgado         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:51 AM

Please respond to jdquarterhorsesPlease respond to jdquarterhorsesPlease respond to jdquarterhorsesPlease respond to jdquarterhorses

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Delgado
12100  Steffs Court
San Martin, CA 95046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Avellan
5439 Pondosa Avenue
San Gabriel, CA 91776
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jeri Idso
729 Apgar St
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Elizabeth Guimarin
2088 Orestes Way
Campbell, CA 95008
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cynthia Lieurance
101 Parnassus Avenue #1
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Terri Fulton
2968 Croftdon Street
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
US
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Please respond to carePlease respond to carePlease respond to carePlease respond to care 4444animalsanimalsanimalsanimals

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Vic Bostock
Cliveden Green
Altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rick Sparks
4634 Beck Avenue
Toluca Lake, CA 91602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Bortolin
330 Penn
El Segundo, CA 90245
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Linda Brodman
1231 Andrew Lane
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rick Sparks
4634 Beck Avenue
Toluca Lake, CA 91602
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Marguerite ShusterMarguerite ShusterMarguerite ShusterMarguerite Shuster         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:49 AM

Please respond to shusterPlease respond to shusterPlease respond to shusterPlease respond to shuster

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marguerite Shuster
675 Mount Wilson Trl.
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gretchen Gehres
1009 Norton St
San Mateo, CA 94401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Thomas Conroy
1466 11th Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sybil Evans
737 Burnett Ave., Apt. 1
San Francisco, CA 94131
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dmitra SmithDmitra SmithDmitra SmithDmitra Smith         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:48 AM

Please respond to spillydPlease respond to spillydPlease respond to spillydPlease respond to spillyd

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dmitra Smith
27 Vallejo Avenue
Sonoma, CA 95476
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Thomas ConroyThomas ConroyThomas ConroyThomas Conroy         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:48 AM

Please respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroy

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Thomas Conroy
1466 11th Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to trinagranthamPlease respond to trinagranthamPlease respond to trinagranthamPlease respond to trinagrantham

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Katharine Grantham
66 Taormina Lane
Ojai, CA 93023
US
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Please respond to lindgrenPlease respond to lindgrenPlease respond to lindgrenPlease respond to lindgren ....bbbb8888

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to address climate change, and these old, unreliable trains 
will put our communities directly in substantial harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Thanks for doing the right thing.

Jean Lindgren
389 Guerrero St
San Francisco, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

CT Bross
Adak Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94597
US
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Please respond to GenAltamiranoPlease respond to GenAltamiranoPlease respond to GenAltamiranoPlease respond to GenAltamirano

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Genevieve Altamirano
3860 Tracy Street
los Angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marilyn Briones
7703 Chantilly Dr.
Dublin, CA 94568
US
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Please respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbriones

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marilyn Briones
7703 Chantilly Dr.
Dublin, CA 94568
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ella Bailey
1612 7th
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Percy Severn
1076 La Grange
Newbury Park, CA 91320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Barbara Holler
3275 NE Azalea St
Hillsboro, OR 97124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

The U. family
beth
east, PA 18020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Beth Chaney
1052 new hope rd
Galt, CA 95632
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

M. Starr
PO Box 1881
Fremont, CA 94538
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Franklin Kapustka
1539 SW 203rd Avenue
Aloha, OR 97003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

The U. family
beth
Easton, PA 18020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Annie Vas
PO Box 185
Los Alamitos, CA 90720
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lisa Dadgar
4554 Wildcat Lane
Concord, CA 94521
USA
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sarah Milne
131 Embarcadero West #3114
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Liam Flynn-Jambeck
673 31st St unit A
Oakland, CA 95609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

anet gee
po box 7432
northridge, CA 91327
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

The Canada tar sands are too toxic to ship or refine. The energy required to 
make it usable is too costly. Ditch the tar sands before they cause us 
irreparable harm.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Duncan Dow
716 36th Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Constance Malone
Head st
94132, CA 94132
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Catherine Loudis
219 Butterfield Rd
San Anselmo, CA 94960
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

KJ Linarez
5249 Manzanita
Carmichael, CA 95608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lois Cheesman
241 Temelec Circle
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Helen Rogers
PO Box 255393
Sacramento, CA 95865
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jessica Jean Posner
38530 Tierra Subida Ave
Palmdale, CA 93551
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jessica Jean Posner
38530 Tierra Subida Ave
Palmdale, CA 93551
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Grisel Puig-Snider
724 woodland dr
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Candace Hollis-Franklyn
146 Stewart Dr.
Tiburon, CA 94920
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
JJJJ....BBBB....    PicotPicotPicotPicot         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to jbpicotPlease respond to jbpicotPlease respond to jbpicotPlease respond to jbpicot 84848484

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

J.B. Picot
3048 16th St.
SF, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mariela Haro
6433 Bertrand Ave.
Reseda, CA 91335
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

The U. family
beth
east, PA 18020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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. 

Statistically, the safety record for transportation of this sand tar crude 
during the past couple years has been irresponsible and tragic.  It is not a 
matter if "if" but rather "when."  Insurance companies cannot come close to 
covering an incident of derailments, explosions, burning of tar sands crude 
for two days and smoke damage to property and life.  The people say up front 
that they do not want safety responsibility shifted onto them at last 
minute--or at all!  Of course the people are against crude by rail.  It stinks 
and it is not healthy to have it in our communities.  I live within 1/2 mile 
of the Roseville Rail Yard. 

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Margaret Kaffka
6100 Wallwood Court
Citrus Heights, CA 85621
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joan Parrish
118 La Canada Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Julie Beer
334 College Ave. Apt. E
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

josie moss
240 cox rd
aptos, CA 95003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

isabella alasti
17231 Citron
Irvine, CA 92612
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Candace HollisCandace HollisCandace HollisCandace Hollis ----FranklynFranklynFranklynFranklyn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to chollisfranklynPlease respond to chollisfranklynPlease respond to chollisfranklynPlease respond to chollisfranklyn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Candace Hollis-Franklyn
146 Stewart Dr.
Tiburon, CA 94920
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dara GorelickDara GorelickDara GorelickDara Gorelick         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to daragorelickPlease respond to daragorelickPlease respond to daragorelickPlease respond to daragorelick

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dara Gorelick
15414 Valerio Street
VAN NUYS, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Warren Webber
350 E. 8th Ave. #21
Durango, CO 81301
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ellen Homsey
466 Snuff Mill Lane
Hockessin, DE 19707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sylvie de Buzon
3110 S.Barrington avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jackie Bear
Colgate Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Andrew Altamirano
1468 1/2 Fairbanks Pl.
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Douglas Johannes
9562 Lucerne St
Ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

gail hubbs
556 san telmo cir
newbury park, CA 91320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Peggy Mocine
401 Washington Ave
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

rebeca byerley
5042 n ivescrest ave
covin, CA 91724
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tina Pirazzi
Los Altos Ave
Long Beach, CA 90814
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gary Gregerson
328 Hyde St.
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tina Johnson
5452 Laurelton Avenue
Garden Grove, CA 92845
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Christine Walker
7391 Palais Rd
Stanton, CA 90680
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jasmine Domingo
4317 Ish Dr.
Simi Valley, CA 93063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

kim san
p.o.box 305
ojai, CA 93024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Hobbs
1724 Daphne Ave
Sacramento, CA 95864
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Carlos Townsend
9189 La Barca Circle
Fountain Valley, CA 92708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joseph White
P.O. Box 262
Cool, CA 95614
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Seth PickerSeth PickerSeth PickerSeth Picker         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to droorsPlease respond to droorsPlease respond to droorsPlease respond to droors ....nononono....43434343

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Seth Picker
PO Box 1252
Diamond Springs, CA 95619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Cavanaugh
2621 Rockefeller Lane
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Caroline Fuentes
752 W. 24th street
San Pedro, CA 90731
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nritkaar Dhesi
California Street
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Diana Cabcabin
PO Box 72243
Oakland, CA 94612
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Karen Seeberg
21079 Waveview Drive
Topanga, CA 90290
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Minh Vo
1502 Pacific Coast Hwy
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Oneta HammondOneta HammondOneta HammondOneta Hammond         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to cloudhorsePlease respond to cloudhorsePlease respond to cloudhorsePlease respond to cloudhorse 12121212

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Oneta Hammond
5194 Coonen Dr
Riverside, CA 92503
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Gallegos
2711 Boulder St
Los Angeles, CA 90033
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Laura Kirton
588 Kingston Road
Belmon, CA 94002
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jolina Mitchell
13700 Marina Pointe Drive, Unit 1921
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jim Diaz
5274 Kunkel Drive
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joan Weaver
22351 Mission Circle
Chatsworth, CA 91311
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Beverly Farr
359 Cambridge Driveq
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Janet Nace
13215 Carrick St
Saratoga, CA 95070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Clint Freeland
3042 Courtney drive
Santa Maria, CA 93455
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Patty Flores
2315 Francisco Dr.
Newport Beach, CA 92660
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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. 
SLO, the greenest, life promoting city in CA should not now be changed into a 
ultra-busy, greasy, oily environment for just money!! Money cannot buy 
everything, especially a new,beautiful planet!! Please ,think with your 
head-heart connection, not with your pants pocket.

Verla D. Walker
2442 E. Norma Ave.
West Covina, CA 91791
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alex Keir
6915 Vanalden Ave
Reseda, CA 91335
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jane Barbarow
4526 Tulip Ave
Oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

dean weiss
woodley
encino, CA 91436
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Krista GobbyKrista GobbyKrista GobbyKrista Gobby         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to pixibunniPlease respond to pixibunniPlease respond to pixibunniPlease respond to pixibunni

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Krista Gobby
603 W 11th St, B
Corona, CA 92882
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Iris Lubitz
191 E El Camino Real #205
Mountain View, CA 94040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Karen Liao
154 Lombard Street
San Francisco, CA 94111
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alan Carlton
2208 Pacific Ave,
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Thomas Merrick
996 Lincoln Ave
San Jose, CA 95126
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Melissa Grush
725 Butterut Ct
Union City, CA 94587
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

courtney judd
4411 Crestwood way
Sacramento, CA 95822
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Stephanie Robertson
17646 Lemarsh St.
Northridge, CA 91325
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alison Taylor
9143 St Ives Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

C c
333 hwert str
la, CA 90002
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Paul Goedinghaus
381 Mitchell Dr.
Los Oso, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

David Ruger
6510 W 85th Place
Los Angeles, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jewnary Suy
2654 Glen Ferguson Cir.
San Jose, CA 95148
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Carlotta Kidd
Diablo Oak Court
Sacramento, CA 95842
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Charlotte Nall
310 Oaklawn Ave.
South Pasadena, CA 91030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Urmila Padmanabhan
42629 Queens Park Ct
Fremont, CA 94538
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Debby Rising
2426 P St. #10
Sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Spindler
4301 Horner Street
Union City, CA 94587
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

julie sasaoka
1082 tilley cir
concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Elizabeth Petrilli
695 South Grand Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Josef Kasperovich
P. O. Box 14409
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Elizabeth Adan
4419 Rollingrock Way
Carmichael, CA 95608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Maryam Ilkhani
1021 Harbor Village Dr Apt F
Harbor City, CA 90710
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
MaryAnn BomaritoMaryAnn BomaritoMaryAnn BomaritoMaryAnn Bomarito         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to italiangirlslikecarsPlease respond to italiangirlslikecarsPlease respond to italiangirlslikecarsPlease respond to italiangirlslikecars

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

MaryAnn Bomarito
3200 Melanie Road
Marina, CA 93933
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Donna Watson
2676 Stonecreek Dr.
Sacramento, CA 95833
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Charles Milkewicz
1244 Battery St.
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gemma Gelux
2929 Juniper St.
Fairfield, CA 94533
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Valerie Baldwin
234 Echo Lane
Portola Valley, CA 94028
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

N J Taylor
jewell Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ulrike Silkey
3810 Laguna
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kaili Brande
4521 Caledonia Way
Los Angeles, CA 90065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

mary rojeski
2603 3rd st
santa monica, CA 90405
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Yefim MaizelYefim MaizelYefim MaizelYefim Maizel         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizel

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Yefim Maizel
5025 Diamond Heights Boulevard
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jerold Farver
25755 Deck Road
Escalon, CA 95320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Colleen Nash
703 North 6th Street
Burbank, CA 91501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rachel Makool
2084 14th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

lisa rubin
6671 Sun Drive
c, CA 92647
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Sarah PeckSarah PeckSarah PeckSarah Peck         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to SarahbpeckPlease respond to SarahbpeckPlease respond to SarahbpeckPlease respond to Sarahbpeck

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sarah Peck
220 San Andreas Ridge
Watsonville, CA 95076
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Mindy HairapetianMindy HairapetianMindy HairapetianMindy Hairapetian         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to MindyPlease respond to MindyPlease respond to MindyPlease respond to Mindy ____hairapetianhairapetianhairapetianhairapetian

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mindy Hairapetian
1750 w mountain st
Glendale, CA 91201
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Miss RJMiss RJMiss RJMiss RJ         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to rjPlease respond to rjPlease respond to rjPlease respond to rj ....missmissmissmiss

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Miss RJ
41
CA, CA 90002
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Yefim MaizelYefim MaizelYefim MaizelYefim Maizel         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizel

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Yefim Maizel
5025 Diamond Heights Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94131
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Katherine WrightKatherine WrightKatherine WrightKatherine Wright         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to kmhgwPlease respond to kmhgwPlease respond to kmhgwPlease respond to kmhgw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Katherine Wright
4 Titian
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to threegablesPlease respond to threegablesPlease respond to threegablesPlease respond to threegables

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.   I live in 
Sacramento's Central City and that puts me (and thousands of others here) 
directly in the blast zone.  I am utterly outraged at Phillips at San Luis 
Obispo County for even considering this and at a government that doesn't care 
enough about the lives of its citizens to even mandate safe rail cars.   

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public.  I 
don't even think there is a way to prepare for the kind of mass disaster that 
will happen if one of these trains explodes, it will simply gut the area where 
the explosion occurs and kill everyone and every species unfortunate enough to 
be there.  The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates 
rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, 
omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
This is troubling and deliberately disingenuous  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.

2. 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.   One hundred 
cars is the number talked about for Sacramento so six tank cars is a 
deliberate lie.  Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, 
sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. It could kill hundreds of us.  

3. 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.  People and 
animals should not have to get sick and die in order to transport a substance 
that needs to remain in the ground if we are to have a prayer of addressing 
global warming.  

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought or any 
time.  

5. 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.

6. 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 or the 
desire of people everywhere for a livable planet.   

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.  
You have no right to put your own residents let alone the world (and I use 
world deliberately because of the impact on climate change) at this kind of 
risk so that Phillips can make yet more profit.  

Karen Jacques
1414 26th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to hillaryostrowPlease respond to hillaryostrowPlease respond to hillaryostrowPlease respond to hillaryostrow

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Hillary Ostrow
5835 Hesperia Ave
Encino, CA 91316
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to ilubitzPlease respond to ilubitzPlease respond to ilubitzPlease respond to ilubitz

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Iris Lubitz
191 E El Camino Real #205
Mountain View, CA 94040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kat White
20823 Beslhire Ave
Lakewood, CA 90715
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Miranda Mendoza
700 Madison Street
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Stephen Poulios
2365 Union Street
San Francisco, CA 94123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Thomas friedman
11500 Dolan Ave.apt. 114
Downeyd, CA 90241
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kristina Fukuda-Schmid
11250 Garfield Ave.
Culver City, CA 90230
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

philip mertz
5332 bryant av
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rick Edmondson
638 Sheri Lane
Danville, CA 94526
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Christy Schilling
1415 Idlewood Road
Glendale, CA 91202
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

rudy zeller
1343 peralta ave.
berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Rush
131 Warbler Lane
Brisbane, CA 94005
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Andrew Thibodeaux
25518 Via Ventana
Valencia, CA 91381
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Marie MaschalMarie MaschalMarie MaschalMarie Maschal         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to mariemPlease respond to mariemPlease respond to mariemPlease respond to mariem 4444

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

This is a disaster waiting to happen and it will happen! Reject the proposal 
now. 

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marie Maschal
2606 Dorking Place
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nancy Schlegel
110 calle de Quien sabe
Carmel valley, CA 93924
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Richard Lee
6857 Paradise rd
Salinas, CA 93907
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Samantha Turner
POB 459
Knightsen, CA 94548
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kristina Tenerowicz
3450 Lucas Court
Kelseyville, CA 95451
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joe Macias
1283 Sunny Ct.
San Jose, CA 95116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rochelle Hunter
929 corrigan ave
santa ana, CA 92706
US
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Please respond to mcgrushPlease respond to mcgrushPlease respond to mcgrushPlease respond to mcgrush

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marilyn Grush
405 Rancho Arroyo Parkway
Fremont, CA 94536
US
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Please respond to LinseybettsPlease respond to LinseybettsPlease respond to LinseybettsPlease respond to Linseybetts

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Linsey Betts
Tenth st
Claremont, CA 91711
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sony Trieu
7233 Donna Avenue
Reseda, CA 91335
US
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Please respond to jerrymckelveyPlease respond to jerrymckelveyPlease respond to jerrymckelveyPlease respond to jerrymckelvey

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gerald McKelvey
1830 E Yosemite Ave Spc 196
Manteca, CA 95336
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Eva Malhotra
Sturtevant
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Stephen Rosenthal
242 Ripley St.
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Margaret Vickers
2388 40th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jon Steenhoven
1118 Valerie Way
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Wendy MonterrosaWendy MonterrosaWendy MonterrosaWendy Monterrosa         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to ThePlease respond to ThePlease respond to ThePlease respond to The ____wmwmwmwm____enigmaenigmaenigmaenigma

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Wendy Monterrosa
Po box 1409
Covina, CA 91722
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Martinez
P.O. Box23
Woodacre, CA 94973
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marisa Strange
3124 E. 1st Street
Long Beach, CA 90803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Aruna Prabhala
2651 Cowan Way
Livermore, CA 94550
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ann Peck
Po Box 33034
Los Gatos, CA 95031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ai Shrex
4813 Goliad Cir
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Julia Frisk
1368 Night Heron Street
Plumas Lake, CA 95961
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kat White
20823 Beslhire Ave
Lakewood, CA 90715
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dani Pen
933 Hough
Lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

s O'Neill
1701 hopkins st
berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dani Pen
933 Hough
Lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Yefim Maizel
5025 Diamond Heights Boulevard
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

James Wagner
3520 Santa Maria Ln
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Martha Dingilian
1257 Ferrelo Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

SUZANNE DORMAN
7020 Stocker Way
Sacramento, CA 95828
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in towns along the rail route just aren't prepared 
for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect 
the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates 
rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, 
omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

7.  To address climate change, the United States must reduce its independence 



to petroleum, and start moving toward clean energy.  The tar sands project 
only reinforces our dependence on oil and gasoline, and delays greenhouse gas 
reductions.

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.

Laura Young
PO Box 702
La Honda, CA 94020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Taylor Ingram
4101 W 133rd St Apt B
Hawthorne, CA 90250
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

kevin slauson
2808 central avenue
alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jeff Abare
4916 Gastman Way
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joshua Krasnoff
227 Prospect St.
Oak View, CA 93022
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cierna Ritts
11301 Euclid St Spc 129
Garden Grove, CA 92840
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert DiGiovanni Jr.
481 Watson st. # 3
Montetey, CA 93940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Anna Nichols
2742 Cabrillo Ave
Torrance, CA 90501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

David Schaechtel
P.O. Box 3203
San Luis bispo, CA 93403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mary Martin
363 High St.
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

stephanie gale
Woodman Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nancy Lyon
1334 19th. St.  #4
Santa Monica, CA 90404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lynette Ridder
4822 Eagle away
Concord, CA 94521
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ted Fishman
790 Villa Teresa Way
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1. I live right next to a rail that would be used to transport crude oil. I am 
afraid that crude transport will harm me and those I love through increased 
emissions, and, possibly, by a deadly oil spill. 

2. Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

3. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

4. 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.

5. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

6. 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.

7. 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. 

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.

Nicholas Whipps
6399 Christie Ave.
Emeryville, CA 94608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Leslie Swanson
Grand
Alhabra, CA 91801
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

MELINA PARIS
645 Pacific Ave #207
Long Beach, CA 90802
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

julie stinchcomb
2025 starboard way
roseville, CA 95678
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mira Sendan
5778 Robinhood Dr.
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

john golding
3706 quigley
oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Josef Kasperovich
P. O. Box 14409
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Toni Moore
1631 N Allen Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

James Foley
2260 W. Lincoln Ave
Anaheim, CA 92801
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Fred GranlundFred GranlundFred GranlundFred Granlund         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to fgranlundPlease respond to fgranlundPlease respond to fgranlundPlease respond to fgranlund

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Fred Granlund
34 W. Fiesta Green
Port Hueneme, CA 93041
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Chuck hendrickson
2020 rodney drive
la, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lauren Meredith
887 28th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Francie Bradasich
17646 Lemarsh St.
Northridge, CA 91325
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dr. Kelly Dunn
Glenwood
Aliso, CA 92656
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Suzanne Menne
265 Geneive Circle
Camarillo, CA 93010
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kristine Andarmani
19616 Ladera Ct.
Saratoga, CO 95070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

jeremy trimm
1024 Foley Court
Vacaville, CA 95688
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susie Barton
2360 Ohara Court
San Jose, CA 95133
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Claudia Blanco
4943 silvercrek
fairfield, CA 94534
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Rodney Laderas
1043 Bay St
SANTA MONICA, CA 90405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nick Moidja
11768 South Carson Way
Gold River, CA 95670
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Janelle Chase
1888 San Jose Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Pedone
2504 Topaz Drive
NOVATO, CA 94945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cristine Maize
34052 Doheny Park Rd #146
Capo Beach, CA 92624
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Misquez
4151 Deland Ave.
Pico Rivera, CA 90660
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Nona WeinerNona WeinerNona WeinerNona Weiner         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to nonaweinerPlease respond to nonaweinerPlease respond to nonaweinerPlease respond to nonaweiner

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nona Weiner
14238 Lucian Ave
San Jose, CA 95127
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jan Galt
33 Webster
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Deborah Marks
Helena Dr.
Sunnyvale, CA 94087
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

EDUCATE YOURSELVES,PLEASE!    I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the 
proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing 
tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Heather Brophy
1270 Kenwood Rd.
Santa Barbara, CA 93109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lynn Feinerman
not app
not app, CA 94942
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Terrie Allen
400 N Los Robles
Pasadena, CA 91101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ginny Nichols
225 Avery Lane
Los Gatos, CA 95032
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Keli Hendricks
3200 Fedrick Ranch Road
Petaluma,, CA 94954
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

James Briere
25769 Olivas Park Road
Valencia, CA 91355
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

L B Nelson
PO Box 1954
Morgan Hill, CA 95038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mortimer Glasgal
1501 Santa Barbara St. Apt. E
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Phyllis Gifford
6553 Capulet St
Rio Linda, CA 95673
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ramon SandovalRamon SandovalRamon SandovalRamon Sandoval         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to ramsandPlease respond to ramsandPlease respond to ramsandPlease respond to ramsand 67676767

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ramon Sandoval
37204 95th st east
Littlerock, CA 93543
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Frederick Samuels
1815 Vine St
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jim Leske
6511 Clybourn Ave
NoHo, CA 91606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Sodervick
2791 16th Street #55
San Francisco, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

7. Did you know that more and more tracks are being tied up by oil trains, and 



that more and more Amtrak trains are now late because of the tracks being tied 
up in this way?. If we are truly to stop global warming we should be 
facilitating efficient excellent public transportation instead of throwing 
more and more obstacles in its way. We must stop tar sands oil by all means 
possible. Please do your part.

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.

Helen Londe, MD
6049 Monterey Ave.
Richmond, CA 94805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

David Pinzon
11237 lucerne ave
culver city, CA 90230
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michele Flom
261 Hermosa Way
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Patricia O'Luanaigh
742 TreatAve.
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alicia Kern
27225 Sunnyridge Road
Palos Verdes Peninsula, CA 90274
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michelle van Asten
7585 Ashford Way
Dublin, CA 94568
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

ken lubas
18139 Erik Court #255
canyon country, CA 91387
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

laura cook
540 30th ave
santa cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

michael levitt
2520 Ryan Rd Apt 12
Concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

caryl pearson
p.o. box 7825
Santa cruz, CA 95061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sharon Ponsford
12111 Henno Road
Glen Ellen, CA 95442
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nina Berry
7317 Hawthorn Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Margaret Adachi
1230 Acacia Avenue
Glendale, CA 91205
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Heather Berk
18124 Wood Barn Ln
Fountain Valley, CA 92708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kevin Patterson
1550 Sunny Ct.
Walnut Creek, CA 94595
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Anne Marie Lebas
1060 g Los Gamos
San Rafael, CA 94903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Caryn Cowin
317 Monterey Road Apt. 15
South Pasadena, CA 91030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

mary theresa martini
15083 kingsford ave.
adelanto, CA 92301
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sara Meghrouni
1252 5th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Leah Imwalle
2714 Wallace ST.
Santa Clara, CA 95051
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Craig Hutton
2554 Hyler Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90041
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Shea Harvey
770 Lincoln Ave. #79
Napa, CA 94558
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ngoc Sopha
222 E South St Apt 3
Long Beach, CA 90805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Penny Potter
2635 Portola Dr. #2
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mary McAuliffe
6051 Selma Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90028
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
N FoxN FoxN FoxN Fox        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to foxnoahPlease respond to foxnoahPlease respond to foxnoahPlease respond to foxnoah

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

N Fox
Merced
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

paula pruner
coldwater canyon
north hollywood, CA 91605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alison Massa
564 Stone Drive
Novato, CA 94947
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

chris laraway
820 ashbury st
san francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sara Caspi
10923 Progress CT # 335
Rancho Cardova, CA 95741
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Andrea HilarioAndrea HilarioAndrea HilarioAndrea Hilario         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to AndreaPlease respond to AndreaPlease respond to AndreaPlease respond to Andrea 83838383hilariohilariohilariohilario

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Andrea Hilario
16102 Main St
La Puente, CA 91744
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

William Bahr
2415 Castilian Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Melissa Katterson
P O Box 253
South Heights, PA 15081
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Amber Tidwell
2420 1/2 N. Beachwood Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susanb Croissant
120 Perkins Avenue
Vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Charlotte Vardan
1418 N. Tamarind Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90028
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Noelle Santamaria
600 Hawthorne St
Glendale, CA 91204
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Eichenholtz
5129 tehama ave
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Billie King
618 Woodgreen Way
Nipomo, CA 93444
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Monica ekblaf
6145 Colgate ave
LA, CA 90036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dolores Negrete
622 S. Wall Street
Los Angeles, CA 90014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kathleen Kelleher
100 E. Laurel Ave.
Sierra Madre, CA 91025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Faye Antaky
260 Caldecott Ln #121
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Samuel Ramos
1951Clearview Dr.
Hollister, CA, CA 95023
UM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 
 
7. Finally, my home town, Davis, is very small and everything, including the 



University, is VERY close to the tracks. Think of all the young people exposed 
to pollution and the possibility of a holocaust at that close range not to 
mention . We should be making an effort to find safe new methods of energy 
production, not beating an almost dead, extremely dangerous "horse."

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. 

Shirley Harned
1804 Pole Line Road
Davis, CA 95618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gail Caswell
839 Post St. #208
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

tanya guchi
4570 Van Nuys Blvd #539
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Natalie Aharonian
7339 irvine ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kathleen MartinKathleen MartinKathleen MartinKathleen Martin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to irthgirlPlease respond to irthgirlPlease respond to irthgirlPlease respond to irthgirl 2000200020002000

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kathleen Martin
6230 Chablis Dr
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Anna Kozlowski
8600 Vine Valley Drive
Sun Valley, CA 91352
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cathie Serrletic
990 Geary  St. #401
SanFrancisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ynez Jackson
1219 E. 68th St.
Los Angeles, CA 90001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dana Dodge
36648 Magnolia Street
Newark, CA 94560
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Milton Cruz
5663 Fountain Ave. #2
Los Angeles, CA 90028
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ernie Mathews
74g Winfield st
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jeannette Reina
PO Box 3812
San Luis Obispo, CA 93403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

--Emergency responders in most of California just aren't prepared for these 
heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. 
The draft EIR omits crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 
2013 and 2014. 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.

--The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. 
But most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons 
and such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive 
ecosystems, homes and local economies.

-- 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 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 in this time of extreme drought.

-- 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. 

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.

Chris OMeara Dietrich
3358 Valley Forge Way
San Jose, CA 95117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Michener Jr.
1144 4th St.
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

ellen golden
835 n humboldt st
san mateo, CA 94401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

G L Caviglia
PO Box 1954
Morgan Hill, CA 95038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Martin B Friedman
2441 Woolsey Street
Berkeley, CA 94705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lillith Lascoue
520 N. Central Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Linda Stewart-Oaten
167 Lyric Lane
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Leonardo ZendejasLeonardo ZendejasLeonardo ZendejasLeonardo Zendejas         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to LeonardoPlease respond to LeonardoPlease respond to LeonardoPlease respond to Leonardo ____ZenZenZenZen

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Leonardo Zendejas
3116 16th Street #16
San Francisco, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dana Dodge
36648 Magnolia Street
Newark, CA 94560
US
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Please respond to dvnkrbwPlease respond to dvnkrbwPlease respond to dvnkrbwPlease respond to dvnkrbw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Devon Kerbow
5421 Trail St
Norco, CA 92860
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jack Coulehan
804 North Berlyn Avenue
Ontario, CA 91764
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lance Vilter
PO Box 26094
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Frank Mognett
849 Higuera, Apt 323
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery.  Bringing tar sands 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.

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public.  The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014.  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.

2.  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!  Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, wildlife, 
homes and local economies.

3.  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.

4.  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 absolutely unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5.  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.

6.  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.

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.

Thank you very much for your time and consideration.

Valerie Face
2371 Sutter Ave Apt 6
Santa Clara, CA 95050
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kyle Bracken
12960 Greene Ave. #1
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ann-Marie Murphy
1735 39th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Martin Frost
555 Ferdinand Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Deborah Morrison
3717 Los Feliz Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Charlie K
17th St
San Francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

James Dalbora
1304 Monterey Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marlies Lee
6941 Lenwood way
San Jose, CA 95120
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

mary westlund
426 Pinehurst
Placentia, CA 92870
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Patrick MPatrick MPatrick MPatrick M ....    KennedyKennedyKennedyKennedy        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to patrickkennedyPlease respond to patrickkennedyPlease respond to patrickkennedyPlease respond to patrickkennedy 369369369369

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Patrick M. Kennedy
1287 59th St
Emeryville, CA 94608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Denise East
10635 Johnson Avenue
Cupertino, CA 95014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Paloma Jacinto
Huntington dr. #28
Duarte, CA 91010
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Natalie Aharonian
7339 irvine ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joan Breiding
PO Box 170625
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nicole Fountain
590 Merritt Ave
Oakland, CA 94610
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Joan EasleyJoan EasleyJoan EasleyJoan Easley         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to joaneasleyPlease respond to joaneasleyPlease respond to joaneasleyPlease respond to joaneasley

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joan Easley
23015-1 del Valle
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Vanesa FerrariVanesa FerrariVanesa FerrariVanesa Ferrari         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to FerrariPlease respond to FerrariPlease respond to FerrariPlease respond to Ferrari ....vanesavanesavanesavanesa

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Vanesa Ferrari
1931 Via Veneto
Camarillo, CA 93010
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Robert ParkRobert ParkRobert ParkRobert Park         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to robertjhpPlease respond to robertjhpPlease respond to robertjhpPlease respond to robertjhp

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Park
172 W. Maude Ave.
Sunnyvale, CA 94085
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jacqueline HydeJacqueline HydeJacqueline HydeJacqueline Hyde         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to derkindtPlease respond to derkindtPlease respond to derkindtPlease respond to derkindt

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jacqueline Hyde
944 Delano St
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to candacePlease respond to candacePlease respond to candacePlease respond to candace ____kaimanlawkaimanlawkaimanlawkaimanlaw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to markPlease respond to markPlease respond to markPlease respond to mark ____whitneywhitneywhitneywhitney2000200020002000

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Whitney
141 Pera Dr
Watsonville, CA 95076
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Nancy GrantNancy GrantNancy GrantNancy Grant         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to nancyPlease respond to nancyPlease respond to nancyPlease respond to nancy ....grantgrantgrantgrant

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

REJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSION.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Nancy Grant
4308 Alcove Avenue, Unit 104
Studio City, CA 91604
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I live very close to train tracks in Canyon Country, and I am writing to 
strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Tariq Marshall
28939 Poppy Meadow St
Canyon Country, CA 91387
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to OlybravoPlease respond to OlybravoPlease respond to OlybravoPlease respond to Olybravo

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Olympia Bravo
1027w buxton
Rialto, CA 92377
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Elizabeth ForeeElizabeth ForeeElizabeth ForeeElizabeth Foree         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to FeforeePlease respond to FeforeePlease respond to FeforeePlease respond to Feforee

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Elizabeth Foree
1878 great highway
San Francisco, CA 94122
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
s soos soos soos soo        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 04:12 AM

Please respond to smsooPlease respond to smsooPlease respond to smsooPlease respond to smsoo 528528528528

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

s soo
Alameda
Alameda, CA 94501
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
claudia mcdonaghclaudia mcdonaghclaudia mcdonaghclaudia mcdonagh         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Please respond to claudiakmcdonaghPlease respond to claudiakmcdonaghPlease respond to claudiakmcdonaghPlease respond to claudiakmcdonagh

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

claudia mcdonagh
5057 August ct
castro valley, CA 94546
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Brian CoxBrian CoxBrian CoxBrian Cox         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Please respond to KvasPlease respond to KvasPlease respond to KvasPlease respond to Kvas 77777777

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brian Cox
306 rogers rd
Norristown, PA 19403
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Melania PadillaMelania PadillaMelania PadillaMelania Padilla         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 06:38 AM

Please respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapag

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Melania Padilla
CA street D268
Managua, ot 15034
NI



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Melania PadillaMelania PadillaMelania PadillaMelania Padilla         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 06:37 AM

Please respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapag

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Melania Padilla
CA street D268
Managua, ot 15034
NI



From: Dennis Brand <chachmonkey@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 07:09 PM 
Subject: Please Protect Our Towns, Reject Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Dennis Brand 
222 S Branciforte Ave 
Santa Cruz, CA 95062 
US 
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From: Claire Chouinard <cchouinard9779@aol.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 01:33 PM 
Subject: Protect My Family, Home, and Our Towns, Reject Oil Train 
            Expansion 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
***** I live directly across the street from the train tracks on the sharpest turn along the coast, with my young 
family! 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Claire Chouinard 
4260 Pacific Coast why 
Ventura, CA 93001 
US 
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From: Elissa DeHart <lissh3art@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/20/2014 11:22 PM 
Subject: From a Concerned Mother, Protect Our Towns, Reject Oil Train 
            Expansion 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Elissa DeHart 
1505 El Camino Real Apt B 
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420 
US 
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From: William Gies <giesdesign@dccnet.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 08:57 PM 
Subject: Protect San Luis Obispo County, Reject Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.  Bringing tar sands to 
California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and the oil trains 
will put communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards 
won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disasters.  The draft omits crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014 where it is documented 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. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude.  I am 
informed that currently most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons.  A spill from 
large trains could devastate water, land, property, and economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions will accompany this project.  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 
associated risks to health. 
 
4. 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 includes the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and the California's central coast. 
 
5. The project cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals must be considered as a single 
project -- not in isolation.  It is understood that Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to 
refine the toxic crude oil from the Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 
proposed "oil -by-rail". 
 
William Gies 
19110 Sunnyside Drive 
Saratoga, CA 95070 
US 
 

mailto:giesdesign@dccnet.com�
mailto:p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us�


From: Jed Holtzman <jed.holtzman@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 01:53 PM 
Subject: Put Constituent Safety over Corporate Profit -- Reject Oil 
            Train Expansion 
 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
Hello from your neighbor up north!  We share the same air, the same climate...and the same rail lines.  In that 
respect, I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Jed Holtzman 
847 Scott St. 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
US 
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From: "M.N. Johnson" <margaretnoe@hotmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/18/2014 03:26 AM 
Subject: Please Reject Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to ask you to deny the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery proposed oil-by-rail project. Bringing tar 
sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and 
these trains will put our local communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. More oil was spilled by these old 
and unsafe tanker cars last year than in the past four decades combined. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
M.N. Johnson 
2018 Montecito Drive 
Glendale, CA 91208 
US 
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From: Marjorie Koldinger <kolding@pacbell.net> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 02:35 PM 
Subject: Protect Our Towns, Reject Oil Train Expansion/I live in 
            Sacramento and no one seems to be acting here 
 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Marjorie Koldinger 
1339  44th St 
sacramento, CA 95819 
US 

mailto:kolding@pacbell.net�
mailto:p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us�


From: Ro LoBianco <Zoolojest@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/23/2014 10:14 PM 
Subject: Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
It is imperative that you deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar 
sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Ro LoBianco 
PO Box 1024 
Benicia, CA 94510 
US 
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From: Ro LoBianco <Zoolojest@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 01:04 PM 
Subject: Proposed Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
It is critical that you deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar 
sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Ro LoBianco 
PO Box 1024 
Benicia, CA 94510 
US 
 

mailto:Zoolojest@gmail.com�
mailto:p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us�


From: Carl Russo <c_russo@hotmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/18/2014 10:21 AM 
Subject: Ban oil train expansion! 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Carl Russo 
1965 Page Street, Apt. 303 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
US 
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From: Jeffrey Spencer <jeff@nilesdiscoverychurch.org> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 04:27 PM 
Subject: Protect Your Town, Protect My Town: Reject Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in Fremont (my city) just aren't prepared for these heavy. Even if given specific information 
about when and where these dangerous trains will travel through my city, our Fire Department (and other first 
responders) do not have the equipment to contain a major spill or fire. 
 
2.  Current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 
2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude 
in 2013 and 2014. 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. 
 
3. 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. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies all along the train routes. 
 
4. 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. 
 
5. 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 at any time and an exceedingly silly risk to take in this time of extreme drought. 
 
6. 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. 
 
7. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Jeffrey Spencer 
PO Box 2265 
Fremont, CA 94536 
US 
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From: Rose Ann Witt <rawitt@verizon.net> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 11:44 AM 
Subject: Protect Our Towns & Families, No Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing as a concerned biologist and mother to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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. 
 
2. 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. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. 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. 
 
4. 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 in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. 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. 
 
6. 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. 
 
 
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. 
 
Rose Ann Witt 
1282 Oak Grove Place 
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 
US 
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Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Brenda GunnBrenda GunnBrenda GunnBrenda Gunn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to brendaraygunnPlease respond to brendaraygunnPlease respond to brendaraygunnPlease respond to brendaraygunn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brenda Gunn
PO Box 2541
Mill Valley, CA 94942
US
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Please respond to prudnerPlease respond to prudnerPlease respond to prudnerPlease respond to prudner

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Patricia Rudner
5080 Laurel Ave.
Cypress, CA 90630
US
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Please respond to sanducgarbPlease respond to sanducgarbPlease respond to sanducgarbPlease respond to sanducgarb

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sandra Garber
320 Smith Dr.
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Please respond to grandmothermcguirePlease respond to grandmothermcguirePlease respond to grandmothermcguirePlease respond to grandmothermcguire

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

stephanie mcguire
741 s 3rd st, apt 1
san jose, CA 95112
US
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Please respond to sorimkeitPlease respond to sorimkeitPlease respond to sorimkeitPlease respond to sorimkeit

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sandra Rimkeit
1003 Olive St
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Julie Groscup
7112 Apricot Drive
Irvine, CA 926181
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

colleen chiang
88 n jackson ave unit 326
san jose, CA 95116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Neal Steiner
2706 Castle Heights Place
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

neil illiano
38 ross road
sausalito, CA 94965
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lori Stayton
14717 valley vista
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Philip Patino
4732 Garrick Ave
Pico Rivera, CA 90660
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Barry Curran
3626 Jackson St #C
Riverside, CA 92503
US



PROTECT OUR TOWNSPROTECT OUR TOWNSPROTECT OUR TOWNSPROTECT OUR TOWNS ,,,,    REJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSIONREJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSIONREJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSIONREJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSION
Mark FeldmanMark FeldmanMark FeldmanMark Feldman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to happeeveganPlease respond to happeeveganPlease respond to happeeveganPlease respond to happeevegan

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to STRONGLY URGE YOU TO DENIY THE PROPOSED OIL-BY-RAIL PROJECT at 
the PHILLIPS 66 SANTA MARIA REFINERY. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO THIS PROJECT FOR SEVERAL REASONS:
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors TO SOUNDLY STRONGLY REJECT THE Phillips 66 PROPOSED 



RAIL SPUR. 

Mark Feldman
137 Winchester Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

craig ryan
800 Hollywood Way
Burbank, CA 91505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kelly McVey
109 S Kingsley St
Anaheim, CA 92806
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cynthia Vinney
4543 Emerald Way
Culver City, CA 90230
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Julian Lagos
128 Garces Drive
San Francisco, CA 94132
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bruce Burns
108 Westmoor Ct.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jim Yarbrough
574 Garfield Ave.
South Pasadena, CA 91030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

I-Ching Lao
4225 Del Mar Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90029
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Monica Gan
770 Canyon Oaks Drive
Oakland, CA 94605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lama Lane
2052 Newport Blvd #6-134
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jan Summers
2311 River Plaza Dr Apt 15a
Sacramento, CA 95833
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kyle Johnson
109 Karla way
Auburn, CA 95603
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Chris Greene
108 Kimberly Ct.
Arbuckle, CA 95912
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Aleta Wallach
355 25th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

ann lavine
168 W. Lemon ave B
91016, CA 91016
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Susan FeinSusan FeinSusan FeinSusan Fein         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to susanPlease respond to susanPlease respond to susanPlease respond to susan ____feinfeinfeinfein

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Fein
1128 W. MacArthur
San Pedro, CA 90732
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

David Zaccagnino
2133 Dublin Lane #1
Diamond Bar, CA 91765
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

*****As a resident of Roseville Ca I am writing to strongly urge you to deny 
the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Cassidi Howell
717 Jo Anne ln
Roseville, CA 95678
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ellen Franzen
970 Jones Street
Berkeley, CA 94710
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Joanna Stiehl
3695 Mission St
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Elizabeth reid
18316 Shannon ridge
canyon country, CA 91387
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brian Rutkin
3513 pacific ave
Marina del rey, CA 90293
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Biers
4565 Saltilo Street
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kirk White
381 turk st
sf, CA 94102
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sharon Hogan
PO Box 6567
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Virginia Lee
PO Box 867
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

During a recent AMTRAK cross country trip my husband and I witnessed 1st hand 
the effects of the lack of governmental oversight of oil transportation in 
this country.  Not only was our trip  a very bad experience due to the 
priority given to the oil industry, but the small rural Midwest towns were at 
risk due to the speed and amazing numbers of Canadian/American oil cars which 
passed through.   Please at least here in California, exercise local controls 
so that we can remain a national example of a truly environmentally safe 
state.  This is why we have chosen to live here.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Georgann Wilmot
18765 Gold Creek Trail
Volcano, CA 95689
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I hereby ask that you deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I do not favor the project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

For all those reasons, I ask the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



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

Geoffrey Doman
13900 Cohasset Street
Van Nuys, CA 91405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

peggy luna
747 Ruth Drive
Pleasant Hill, Ca, CA 94523
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nina Sandhu
5333 Swindon Road
Rocklin, CA 95765
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

HISTORY WILL REMEMBER!  You must deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  OUR planet 
is dying and Canadian tar sands oil is the WORST polluting fuel.  Germany now 
produces more than HALF its power with clean energy.  America used to be a 
leader.  NOW it's completely owned by corrupt politicians who play lapdog to 
greedy, morally bankrupt corporations that destroy our planet and poison us.  
STOP the corruption!.  Say NO to wealthy foreign oil companies!

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Elen Gachesa
monticello rd
napa, CA 94558
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dennis Landi
946 Maine Ave.
Long Beach, CA 90813
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

T Sherrill
12332 Manley St
Garden Grove, CA 92845
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

caro lorber
5035 live oak dr
Kelseyville, CO 95451
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Lightworker Bev MossLightworker Bev MossLightworker Bev MossLightworker Bev Moss         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to BevrojasPlease respond to BevrojasPlease respond to BevrojasPlease respond to Bevrojas

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lightworker Bev Moss
411 Nunya
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Alice Hendrix
P. O. Box 142
Orangevale, CA 95662
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gwen Richards
330 E. DelaGuerra St. #L
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Melissa Maino
2164 Augusta Ct.
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. California is a unique environment 
marked by its beauty as well as its challenges. One of the greatest current 
challenges is drought.  Every effort must be made to protect our water 
resources which are currently more precious than oil when it comes to 
sustaining our way of life.

Bringing tar sands 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. Every decision we make must take into 
account not only short-term profit or financial costs and benefits, but also 
the cost to our state in human and environmental terms, which may not be so 
easily quantified but are nevertheless very real.

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.



6. 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. 

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.

Linda Risinger
197 S Hollenbeck Ave
Covina, CA 91723
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sara Fogan
POB 55552
Santa Clarita, CA 91385
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Laura Paden
20644 San Jose St.
Chatsworth, CA 91311
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Faviola Velasco
3711 Randolph Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90032
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Steven Standard
920 S. Soto St.
Los Angeles, CA 90023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

alena jorgensen
5941 kauffman
temple city, CA 91780
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nancy Martin
7500 Alpine rd
La Honda, CA 94020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Arleen Weiss
715 bockman
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Christine Volker
602 Cypress Point Road
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Shapira
70 Dunfries Ter
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Faith Conroy
P.O. Box 8031
Calabasas, CA 91372
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jay Heidebrecht
22017 Marjorie Ave
Torrance, CA 90503
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

namita dalal
2x
la, CA 94022
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Bruce ChapmanBruce ChapmanBruce ChapmanBruce Chapman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to ProwrenchPlease respond to ProwrenchPlease respond to ProwrenchPlease respond to Prowrench 53535353

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bruce Chapman
6318 Wine Valley Station
Napa, CA 94581
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Liz Kennedy
PO Box 170386
San Francisci, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Seth Yanow
34 SAIS AVENUE
SAN ANSELMO, CA 94960
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

David Cottle
1318 E St Apt 803
Sacramento, CA 95814
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nick McNaughton
PO Box 27612
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kermit Cuff
338 Mariposa Ave. #2
Mountain View, CA 94041
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kathleen Strasser
2582 pine st
Martinez, CA 94563
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Darlene Balzan
5658 Owens Drive #106
Pleasanton, CA 94588
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 



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.

Tom neo poet and singer actor Finholt
212 Timber Wind Dr.
Wildwood, MO 63011
TC
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Maria Basaldu
4283 Verdugo rd. #1
Los Angeles, CA 90065
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dale SteeleDale SteeleDale SteeleDale Steele         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to daletsteelePlease respond to daletsteelePlease respond to daletsteelePlease respond to daletsteele

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. I live about a block from the rail 
tracks that would bring these trains through my town. I frequently take my 
grandsons to a nearby park that is even closer to these tracks. I am aware 
that there have been derailments on these tracks in the past and clearly see 
this proposal as a much more dangerous risk. This is not adequately considered 
in the current proposal you are considering. We have had a number of meetings 
on this subject here and local and state officials agree that more 
comprehensive study and emergency response measures are needed before the 
project could be approved.

Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dale Steele
301 27th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Butler
284 Larch Rd
Bolinas, CA 94924
US
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

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

Respectfully yours, Gloria Camarillo & Family
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kerry Nelson
PO Box 155
Woodacre, CA 94973
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

melissa miller
80 W Hookston Rd Apt 221
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Arleen Weiss
715 bockman
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Makayla Freed
123 E Street
Williams, CA 95987
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project because:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kathy Sabatini
4728 Isabella Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

heidi harmon
1214 Mill
san Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Thomas EdwardsThomas EdwardsThomas EdwardsThomas Edwards         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to burkePlease respond to burkePlease respond to burkePlease respond to burke ....edwardsedwardsedwardsedwards

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Thomas Edwards
710 Trancas St
Napa, CA 94558
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Damir GrgicDamir GrgicDamir GrgicDamir Grgic         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to DgrgicPlease respond to DgrgicPlease respond to DgrgicPlease respond to Dgrgic 1111

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Damir Grgic
Tijardoviceva 44
Zagreb, ot 10000
HR
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ron Vanderford
839 E Cedar
Burbank, CA 91501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Linda Black
1515 Silver Lake Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.  
I live in the Bay Area and, so far, I've enjoyed my many overnight business 
trips to San Luis Obispo. I hope you will do the right thing for all of us in 
California by denying the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery.

Denise Louie
11 Malta
san francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brian Bogucki
205 S. Wayside Pl.
Anaheim, CA 92805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Edy G Soto
Sayre St.
Sylmar, CA 91342
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tiffany Cooper
15608 Sandel Avenue
Gardena, CA 90248
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Marie Keefe
355 W. Linden Ave.
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jade Brite
-
-, CA 90004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cathy Grovenburg
1956 Josephine Avenue
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Antoinette Ambrosio
225 Hermosa ave. #104
Long Beach, CA 90802
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Gael FallerGael FallerGael FallerGael Faller         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to jgqPlease respond to jgqPlease respond to jgqPlease respond to jgq ....4402440244024402

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gael Faller
5814 Mammoth Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bob Whiteford
3860 S.Higuera
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

John Peters
30751 El Corazon #156
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lindsay Reeves
124 Lukens Pl
Glendale, CA 91206
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lisa Williams
8372 Hurstwell dr
Huntington Bach, CA 92646
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Naomi Gilmore
4390 47th avenue apt 108
Sacramento, CA 95824
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mark Hargraves
9274 Ferguson Ct.
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
john martinezjohn martinezjohn martinezjohn martinez         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to aztlanmkPlease respond to aztlanmkPlease respond to aztlanmkPlease respond to aztlanmk

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

john martinez
323 n soto st
east l.a., CA 90033
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Gail Graff
1673 Abbotsbury Street
Thousand Oaks, CA 91361
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

ruth valdez
po box 2142
aptos, CA 95001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  I live in downtown Goleta, just one short block from the train tracks. 
Passing freight trains make my house shake on its foundation. Our houses are 
too close to the tracks for safety should an industrial rail car accident 
happen.

2.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jessica Altstatt
102 Orange Ave
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lily White
645 Carr Ave.
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sarah Murdoch
15515 west sunset blvd. #308
pacific palisades, CA 90272
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

heidi robertson
535 olive ave
modesto, CA 95350
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sandra Zaninovich
1670 Manning Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Loredana Nesci
811 N Catalina Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90277
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susannah Lopez
3732 Alcamo Pl Unit A
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

bernard hochendoner
218 spring ave
patterson, CA 95363
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

quilley powers
5 pamela drive
Petaluma, CA 94954
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Amy Anderson
617 Tiffany Dr B
Santa Maria, CA 93454
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Stacy Patyk
69 Seacliff Drive
Aptos, CA 95003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

waleed akleh
418 S Raitt Street
Santa Ana, CA 92703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bob Leppo
1652 Via Rico
Santa Maria, CA 93454
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

bruce haymaker
1224 Ulfinian Way
Martinez, CA 94553
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Frances Craig
511 Rose ln
Paso  Robles, CA 93446
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

trishia Maruri
121 Embarcadero West, Apt. 2109
Oakland, CA 94607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jana Harker
PO BOX 660793
Arcadia, CA 91066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nazlee Ghannadi
23223 savory pl
Valencia, CA 91354
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Sarah Wildwood
3007 Serena Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

My husband and I have been visiting the Central Coast for years.  It is our 



favorite vacation destination and someday, we hope to retire to the area.  San 
Luis Obispo is repeatedly classified as one of the nicest places to live in 
the U.S.!  Please don't let Big Oil become Big SPOil and destroy one of 
California's most pristine natural environments.  This is  a big agricultural 
area, as well, and the drought is already doing enough damage.  One oil spill 
from a tanker like this could damage or destroy these fertile lands for good.  
No to Keystone XL and no to Philips in our own backyard!

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.

Tracey Schuster
1550 Amherst Ave. #102
Los Angeles, CA 90025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Christopher Ware
45746 Bridgeport Dr
Fremont, CA 94539
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Angie Franck
976 Oak Grove Road
Concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Minette Plaza
1249 42nd Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tim Zemba
112 N. Harper Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Beatriz Pallanes
2514 W. Lingan Ln.
Santa Ana, CA 92704
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I have had a family member living near Santa Maria for 40 years, and I have 
been coming there all my life.  Please protect what I know and love.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Annie Kaskade
231 Hillside Dr
Woodside, CA 94062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Connie Rlls
513 Jackson St.
San Jose, CA 95112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Kris Liang
200 California ave
Moss beach, CA 94038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jessica Denham
16233 Napa St.
North Hills, CA 91343
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Susan Carlson
1718 Astoria Street
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

ALLY SANTACLARA
150 S WETHERLY DR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Robert Maya
343A E. Chapman Ave.
Placentia, CA 92870
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nancy Rieser
444 Alhambra St
Crockett, CA 94525
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Tanya Baldwin
100 Oak Rim Way, #16
Los Gatos, CA 95032
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Karen Lohmann
po box 479
Corte Madera, CA 94976
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dirk Obudzinski
1231 6th Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dana Loats
Ave 37
La, CA 90065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jeffrey Beckers
1529 Leimert Blvd
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Krystle Chandler
1348 La Loma Drive
San Francisco, CA 94019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lynn Learch
17285 Tamara Lane
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Vicky Tuorto
PO Box 324
San Quentin, CA 94964
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

N Fox
Merced
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Giana Peranio-Paz
5 Avshalom Str.
Haifa, ot 34403
IL
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Theda Zaretsky
4922 Beverly Blvd.
LA, CA 90004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Russell Grindle
613 Whitehall Cir
Fairfield, CA 94533
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Peggy Mocine
401 Washington Ave
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Richard Rynders
421 Alhambra Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Cashmark Sandy
35376 Newcastle Ct
Newark, CA 84560
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

sandra mccolley
5139 taos
Montclair, CA 91763
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Peter Berg
2141 N VALLEY ST
BURBANK, CA 91505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Samuel Saison
1846 North Avenue 50
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jennifer Elsbury
2246 35th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Brett Holland
1217 Boston St.
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Karina Oleynikov
7015 de celis pl
Van Nuys, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Jessica Landon
5025 E. Pacific Coast Highway, #221
Long Beach, CA 90804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Judy Lewis
1970 Adelaida Road
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Hinda Joy LauryHinda Joy LauryHinda Joy LauryHinda Joy Laury         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to hindajoyPlease respond to hindajoyPlease respond to hindajoyPlease respond to hindajoy

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Hinda Joy Laury
228 Buena Vista Dr.
Claremont, CA 91711
US
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Please respond to carolngPlease respond to carolngPlease respond to carolngPlease respond to carolng 38383838

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Carol Ng
960 Edgecliffe Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Please respond to jenniferandlisaPlease respond to jenniferandlisaPlease respond to jenniferandlisaPlease respond to jenniferandlisa

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

J. Atwell
2401 W. Clark Ave.
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Aerie Youn
25486 Bayes St
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Camille Cardinale
11645 Montana Ave. #105
Los Angeles, CA 90049
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Lora Elstad
3169 Carlyle Street
Los Angeles, CA 90065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Dennis Bailey
14690 Morro rd
Atascadero, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Bryan Harrell
7789 Stanton St.
San Francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Mike Sinkov
146 S. Dillon Street
Los Angeles, CA 90057
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Leslie Guidera
20470 County Road 79
Capay, CA 95607
US
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

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

Respectfully yours,
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Christina Healy
430 Twin Lakes Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95409
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

delone green
106 via cordova
newport beach, CA 92663
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Steven Wong
Pacifica Dr.
Cupertino, CA 95014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Giana Peranio-Paz
5 Avshalom Str.
Haifa, ot 34403
IL
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Debra DeVictoria
22922  Avenue San Luis
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

N Grantham
PO box 5
Pismo Beach, CA 93448
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Karen Moore
310 West St. Apt. 9
Crockett, CA 94525
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Michael Miller
50 norfolk Ct.
Vallejo, CA 94591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Candy Bowman
4361 Turnbridge Dr
Sacramento, CA 95823
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Nicole Mikals
2591 Michael drive
Newbury park, CA 91320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

trixie deveau
4868 La Cienaga Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90211
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

donna farmer
4951 bodhi way
ukiah, CA 95482
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. 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.

4. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

5. 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.

6. 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. 

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.

Ellen Dollar
2357 Banderola Ct.
San Luis OBispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 

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 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. I live near Rodeo and have a right to speak 
about what happens there.

Susan Bell
1403 S. 59 St.
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands 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.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 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.

2. 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 in this time of extreme drought.

3. 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. 

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.

marion cassity
rose bud ct
union city, CA 94587
US



Protect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect CaliforniaProtect California ''''s kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillipss kids and reject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
jamesjamesjamesjames....jacquotmjacquotmjacquotmjacquotm@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 04:51 PM

Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at risk -- 
including mine: San Jose.  This presents significant and unacceptable risks to 
our communities across California.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and 
current safety standards won’t 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 evaluates only rail 
accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates between 2005 and 
2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident frequency and 
magnitude in 2013 and 2014. We know that more crude spilled from trains in 
2013 than has spilled during the past four decades. The EIR must look at 
recent data, including accident data from Canada. 

The EIR's worst-case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of about 
180,000 gallons. That's about six tank cars. This must be an error because we 
know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a 
worst-case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and our local 
economy, and would pose a significant threat to public health and safety. This 
project must not be approved.

 The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of toxic air 
emissions. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air.
 In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil 
train facility will create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air 
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The 
report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the 
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

The EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s Central Coast. Each oil train would carry 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment 
near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could 
contaminate drinking water for millions. This is insane.

 I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Respectfully yours,
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