
City of Santa Barbara
Mayor and Council Office

Memorandum

July 8, 2015

TO: Paul Casey, City Admiriistrr

FROM: Mayor Helene Schrieiei)f
Mayor Pro-Tern Gregg Hair

SUBJECT: Request from Mayor Schneider and
Mayor Pm-Tern Hart Regarding Phillips 66 Rail Spur Extension
Project proposaF to the San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors

Pursuant to Council Resolution 05-073 regarding the Conduct of City Council Meetings.
we request that an item be placed on the Santa Barbara City Councii Agenda regarding
a presentation and public hearing about the Phillips 66 Rail Spur Extension Project
proposal to the San Luis Obispo County PFanning Commission and Board of
Supervisors.

Summary of information to be presented:

A description of the PhHlips 66 Rail Spur Extension Project that includes the frequency
of oil trains on freight lines and the potential safety impacts should a derailment occur
along the corridor. Detailed information of the Projects Environmental Impact Report
can be found online at:
bttp ://www.slocounty.ca .gov/planning/environmental!EnvironmentalNotices/Pb ill ips_66_
Company_Rail_Spur_Extension_Project. htm

Statement of Specific Action:

That the Santa Barbara City Council send written correspondence to the San Luis
Obispo County P!annng Commission and Board of Supervisors expressing concerns
about the safety impacts of the increased frequency of oi trains along freight corridors
and a request to deny the project.

Statement of the Reasons Why it is Appropriate and Within the Jurisdiction of the
Council to Consider this Subject Matter and to Take the Reauested Action:

The coastal freight rail corridor exists along a significant area within the City of Santa
Barbara! in both commercial and residential areas. Local jurisdictions throughout
California where freight rail lines exist are reviewing this proposal as it pedans to the
public safety of their residents (see attachments). The City of Santa Barbara should also
review this project as it pertains to local public safety.

DATE:
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Attachments:

• March 23 2015 letter from Mayor Schneider to U.S. Transportation Secretary
Foxx on federal Rail Safety Standards

• Moorpark City Council Agenda Report: 12/0 7/2014
• Letler from Ventura County Board of Supenfisors Chair Kathy Long: 01/13/2015
• Ventura Unified School District Board of Education Resolution: 02/10/2015
• San Leandro Unified School District letter
• Letter from San Luis Obispo Mayor Jan Marx: 02119/2015
• Letter from Simi Valley Mayor Robert 0. Huber: 03/02/2015
• Letter from Santa Cruz County 3d of Supervisors Chair Greg Caput: 03/10/2015
• Council Agenda Report from City of Carpinteria: 04/13/2015
• Letter from Goleta Water District President Lauren Hanson: 05/12/2015
• Council Agenda Report from City of Goleta: 05/19/2015

cc: Mayor and Council
City Atlorney



City of Santa Barbara
Office of Nlayor c;.

/w

March 23, 2015

The Honorable Anthony R. Foxx, Secretary ofTransportation
Office of the Assistant Secretai-v for Administration
United States Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, D. C 20590

RE: Rai] Safety— Expedited Action Requested

Dear Secretary Foxx:

On behalf of the City of Snta Barbara, I urge priority action to address rail safety
improvements as identified recently by the League of California Cities. In the March 62015
letter sent to you from the League, I support the recently adopted policy goals for safety
improvements related to the transport ofcrude oil and other hazardous materials by rail.’ agree
that implementation of these rail safety improvements should be expedited at the federal level
to accomplish improved rail safety as soon as possible.

The continued increase in the transport of crude oil by rail, combined with recent rail accidents
invoking oil spills and resulting fires, has served to heighten concerns abo,t nil safety among
many of our citizens. The twenty-mile stretch of rail from Carpinteria to Goleta, parses directly
through the City of Santa Barbara passing through both residential neighborhoods and
transecting one of the most economically viable tourism destinations in California. For the
span of this stretch of rail, the distance from the Pacific Ocean ranges approximately from a
quarter ofa mile to two miles. This coastal area is the gateway to tIle Channel Islands National
Marine Sanctuary and contains the harbor for a commercial fishing fleet worth roughly thirty
million a year to the local economy. The economic and environmental consntuences of a
derailment or other accident have the potential to be catastrophic to the City of Santa Barbara.

The Board of Diredors of the League of California Cities at its February 20. 2015 meeting
adopted ten specific recommendations as official policy on this issue. The City of Santa
Barbara strongly recommends that the Department of Transportation include these
recommendations for improved rail safety in the final rule for the Safe Transportation of Crude
Oil and Flammable Materials. The League recommends that the federal agencies with
appropriate jurisdiction (primarily the National Transportation Safety Board, the Federal
Railroad Administration, and the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration) take
the folloing actions to improve rail safety with respect to the transport of Baklcen crude oil
and other hazardous materials hyrail:

1. Mandate Electronically Controlled Braking Systems: Require
electronically controlled, pneumatic braking systems (ECP) on trains
crude and ethanol by a date certain. This teclmologv allows fbr
efficient braking to a full stop.
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Secretary Foxx
March 23, 2015
Page 2 of 3

2- Expedite retrofit or phase-out of tank c tiIing to sleet OLUTCtU safety standards:
Require phase-out or retrofitting of older, D(fF- II tank can nanufactured prior to

October 2011, to be completed by a date certain. The AsucLaiion of American
Railroads adopted higher manufacturing standards requiring greater 1Lmrsl ncegnty
[or these tank cars which took e[fect at hat lime to facilitate s-ale, ranspofi of
tlarmnable liquids, including cthsno[ and all crude oil

Mandate Provision of Real-Time Informatju to 6rsl rspnnders in event of aor.idenr,:
Rectire via Ieëemt retr1at’rs ha: rsEruds and p,ut.tr ci p.aroeu.m ar.d other
h2aroy_s — rais tp1’ed in rai niaje aai]aSIe :t, thst resron&rs, v’s a sec,ra
axess p-srtsi r. they -..thsnes. ,e cJrgo maa,fi uIDrti.iiCr. or Lof!ic:. oc lairs
conTamp.z these rahsaancac This n:rma::on ideajlv shctd sa be a tsSie via
mobile q,pEical:a aiiowirg rapid acess by rs: respcndcrs to eargc manifest
mformaaon r ra fima pancu 4y ir xcklez:s .ter }c manfes: icm: a’aia,1c or.
the tram

4. Feieral rimFnn ir first raponders: Lxrease fedeni mdng Eor tra:nir and
eou:pmen: p user fcr 1rsr responde’. r imptoce their ,ili to raspotd :0
hazardous materals a.x:jiL

3 Mandatory Speed Limits: Impose mandatoiy maximuzt speed limits m all areas.

6. Mamiate Stride, ieport:ig Requ:reniets: Ler the :resnod foe the rumbcsirftark
ears that mgger a repor:im r.auirment tm :bc Caiiflmiia Eagy Commission and the
State Emect Rt_pr-nse Comr-ssiDr., frost 3 20. CJrTrfltV r-droleum producem
and niroads xliv have cc su’rni( morts [ air. cn ng Bakker aisle oil iE±e ualr.

rciuaes am o rlce lank ear. Each tank car hcld 34 501 lIans. This wil lowe th
rr the r,artr.g req-airctuet,t rcc 5:,çima,ts Of .1 riltIi:or gaioIts or nc-re. t’

silxnvsz of9C.XX) lor or a-ox.

7. d,iccv px-rftv romes j: poatti’e nun xwitot PVC: ?TC is Sri advanced technoogy
wc.orporatitg GPS tacking lo automabeally stop oi so* l airs nefore an aceióent can
0LL.ur. Ti i5 specifically desig,ied prol-ent dam-on-ham collisions, de iline,ts due to
excostive speed, cad unauthonred movement of rins ROCILIIrC PTC lo he ernp]oyed
on all rail lines used for the tsanspon of hazarduus maierialc, with a date certain by
which the tecimology will be online.

8. Mandate railroad ndustn’ compliance ojib individual Voluntary Agreement negotiated
with the US. Depaitment of TranspoTtalion by codihing the following actions as
requirements: (Note: The requirements below have been voluntanly agreed to by
railroads, but (here is ounendy no legal or regulatory requirement for their compliance
Such requirements should be codified, given their si,ificant ]mpac on rail safety)

Reduced speed for crude oil tsains with ‘Ida tanl can going through urban

Analyses to determine the safest routes for citide oil trains



Secretary Foxx
March 23, 2015
Page 3 of 3

• Increased track inspections
• Enhanced braking systems (electronically concrollec prteurnatic brakes) ECI’
• Installation ofwayside defective beanag detectors along tacks
• Better emergency response phina
• Improved emergency response training

Woficing with communities hrougtt which oil trauis muM move o address
commumty conctis

0. Clear metho.kInrj for fimding: Devise a clea’ rnthodo[ogv rn thnd &C 0
e2rnt l’r,X cufficia’? F.ms pass thro-.gS ha: s:aie aL, coinry aacm, to

ie anicas ir”,Ie ir brl respone.

lo. Re tiate * parking and srnae of lank .rmy Mandate repiosed saley reculaic..s
accress:Im Ut iorie or parints on a-J cs : vep.ja:td MCS

Fracteng sñc:er s&i; a-i.Jards at the tedral nd xw tan cne 0 rClel Ints. Inc
economy, mid the erni’omrentai reseuIt afar cit a-id he ni3lhn IUease ac; on cur b±aF

.rc Dirse Fensrein Un:te S’aec Sezatcr
Rrara3oxer. tr’ied States Senator
t.ors (j,pc Uc& S:ac-s Congtssworni-.
Errsn-Bcth Jthm CCocna S:a:e Srarr
flas ‘.Nl[iarrs, CaLwnia zte Assernóy Membig
Detje Muilmax, League of California Cities
Fedra] Railroad Administxa&,n. Chief Ccs,nI rR .lc,}1:..Il,E
National Transposiation Saftty Boid. Wrslen, Pacific RegioMi Office

H&cne Scbeider
avor



ITEM 9.8.

MOORPARK CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA REPORT

TO: Honorable City Council

FROM: David A. Bobardt, Community Development Director/

DATE: December 7,2014 (CC Meeting of 12/17/2014)

SUBJECT: Consider Submitting Latter to San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission Opposing Proposed Phillips 66 Company Santa Maria
Refinery Rail Spur Extension Project (Continued from December 3.
2014 Meeting)

BACKGROUNDIDISCUSSION

The City Councij continued this agenda item to this meeting from its December 3,2014
meeting at the request of Councirmember Milihouse, who could not be at the previous
meeting, but expressed a desire to participate in the discussion- Staff did not make a
presentation at the December 3d meeting and no speakers were present for this item.
A copy of the original staff report is attached.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Authorize Mayor to submit letter on behalf of City to the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission opposing the Phipiips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur
Extension project based on its significant hazard impact re’ated to the risk for release of
crude oil that results in a fire or expLosion in the vicinity of a populated area along the
Union Pacific mainline tracks,

Attachment: December 3. 2014 Staff Report with Attachments
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MOORPARK CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA REPORT

TO: Honorable City Council

FROM: David A. Bobardt, Community Development Director

DATE: November 17, 2014 (CC. Meeting of121312014)

SUSJCT: Consider Submitting Letter to San Uds Obiapo County Planning
Commission Opposing Proposed Phillips 66 Company Santa Maria
Refinery Rail Spur Extension Project

SAC KGROU N DIDISCU S S ION

The San Luis Obispo County Depaitment of Planning and Building recently completed a
recirculated Draft EnvirOnmental Impact Repoit (ER) for a project that would extend an
exisfing rail spur of the Union Pacific rair mainline by an additional 8915 feet to serve
the Phillips 66 Company Santa Mada Refinery, which is located approximately 3.5 miles
west of the community of Nipomo in San Luis Obispo County- Staff reviewed the
recirculated Draft E1R for this project (excerpts attached), which was circulated from
October 9 to November 24, 2014. Staff did not have a concern with the analysis or
methodology of the recirculated Draft EIR. However, the EIR does identify a significant
hazard impact related to the risk for release of crude oil that results in a lire or explosion
in the vicinity of a populated area along the Union Pacific mainline tracks- Because this
significant hazard impact could affect Moorpark residents and businesses, staff
recommends a letter of opposition to the project be sent to the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission, the decision makers on this request. A hearing before the San
Lois Obispo County Planning Commission is tentatively scheduled in late January or
earfy February, 2011

Although the Santa Maria Refinery is approximately 125 miles from the City of
tderivenf oilp..

week on unit trains (freight trains carrying a single type of freight, in this case crude oil)
with 80 tanker cars that are 90 feet lcig each. Combined with 3 engines and 2 buffer
cars, these trains would be approximately 1-4 miles long. These unit trains would come
to the refinery spur line either from the north through Roseville, or from the south,

CC ATTACHMENT
26



Honorable City Council
December 3 2014
Page 2

through Colton, depending on where the oil is coming from and which line is availab[e.
The route tram the south passes through Moorpart< on the Union Pacific mainline tracks.
Empty trains would return the same route after being unloaded.

The risk analysis in the EIR indicates a small probability of an incident that would result
in a release of 100 ga!lans or more ol oit once evely 22.8 years over the entire route
from Colton to the refinery, with the risk in any single city being substantially less.
Nonetheless, the result of an incident that would result in a lire or explosion could be
devastating to any locatity. Mitigation that has been identified includes upgraded tank
cars and positive train control, however, such mitigation may be pre-empted by federal
law at the present time. Even if this mitigation were implemented, the impacts would
still be considered potentially significant, according to the EIR.

Moorpar$c has 5 at-grade public street crossings and 3 private crossings on the Union
Pacific mainline tracks, Residential, commercial, and industrial uses are all located
adjacent to the tracks. A local incident with a 1.4 mile long unit train could affect up to 3
street crossings at the same time, and could impact nearby residents, businesses, and
emelgency vehicle access.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Authorize Mayor to submit letter on behalf of City to the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission opposing the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur
Extension project based on its significant hazard impact related to the risk for release of
crude oil that results in a fire or explosion in the vicinity of a populated area along the
Union Pacific mainline tracks.

Attachment: Recirculated Draft EIR Excerpts
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MEMBERS OF THE BaARO
STEVE SENNEFT

LINDA PARKS
KAINVI. LONG
PETER C. FOY

JOHN C. ZAGOZA

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF VENTURA
CVERNMENT CEtU, HALL OF ADMINIsTA•rION
000 SOUTH VIOTOHIA AVENUE, VENTURA! CALIFOHNIA 9s09

January 13a’, 2015

San LuCs Obispo County Planning Commission
0/0 Murry Wiffion otme San Luis Obispc County Department at PIaNMng and BuIIaIng
976 Osos Si, Rni. 200, San Lu’s Obispo VLA E-MAIL

RE: PhilLips 66 Company Rail Spur Extension Project — Request for Denial

Dear Planning Commissioners:.

The subject project EIR concludes that the prtect would cause a signmcant and
unavoidable rail accident hazard risk. The Commission action that woWd avoid this
&gnificant public safety risk s denial of the project.

The EIR identifies that trains accessing the project from the Colton rail yard would
traverse Ventura County, travehng through the heart of many heavily populated areas,
crossing many creeks and rivers, and crossing or running along many critical oads and
highways. A rail accident involving oil spills, fire, or explosion could have disastrous life
safety, health, environmental, and economic consequences in Ventura County.

On January 13°, the Ventura County Board of Supervisors voted to respectfully request
that] in order to protect public safety and the environment, your commission vote to
deny the project.

Cordially,

as
Chair] B ard of Supervisors

A..
C’



VENTURA UNJF!ED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BOARD OF EDUCATION

RESOLUTION #15-05
Regarding Santa Maria Phillips 66 Rail Refinery Project
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San Leandro Unified School District
Office of the Superinte,zden(

Mr. Murray Wilson
Department of PlaqflEn€ anti Building
San UJi5 Obispo Coonc,
976 0,0, Street foci,’ 1
an ui, Qbi,po CA 9 140S

RE. Phillips 66 fiLl 5ur Frojett

Dear Planning Ccmi.ii,oners

The 5en Lersdro Unified School Otirrict Beard ouId like to state Our concerns ,egardIr, the
PhiIl’p5 €6 oil trait, offleading ac’lity epanslon in Sat, l.u,i Obi%po Counw. The floard is
partrcuiarly concerned ,rh the ntra3 in oil-train traflic genrra,ed by this pro}ect through
many densely populated areas, including San Leandro, acid the risk it poses to our schools
aIori tie ‘all route.

The ‘nest signihcant ,,T,pjtt identifled a the Re,iised Draft Erwiroarriontal Impact Report
P i accidents un the ma n rail Line that couLd nestil t, oil c Irs. iira .nd a pEe, ions near

popolae4 areas. Our iuncnt rail systen, is designed to icisnect reideirts to cher dgstinations

lhroughout the at,re Sty Area. not to move large quantities or ha,s”dcau aterials tie cruoc
oO. AddiionaIly more an ten schools in the City & San Leandro. and thc Sar, Lean1ro

Jcufld School Di,tnct Beard building are thin the erie-mile US O€p,lmciit of

Tranwortation oIenl’ar Impact Zone in he case of alt cii tag, derailment or lire

The RUEIR al,o d’d not evaluate the reLative air quality or greerrhduse ga erItissionc for the

entire project a,E •&i,ich jocludes oil transport through San Leandro from canaaa to the San
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OFfice ef the City Council
!r..:!-—; s .

February 19, 2015

San [.uk Obispo County Plairt Commission
976 Oso.s Street. Room 200
San i.u’, I,ispo, CA ‘34OS

Dcat Planning Ctimi.iuricrs:

I an) wntLng at the unarorrious direction or the San Lois Obispo City Council to urge you to
deny he applicac[cn at Ftc PhiIi1,s 66 Santa Maria Refinery in Nipo’uo, which wishes to
upgrade it Facility to ai low &r crude ci r deliveries by rail [or processing. [his project would
significantly irIcrese he posur of oar residents, neighbors, business people and natural
re3ounes to the threat a e’plosco,is, tire, cotltnhLcIation and other dangerou!4 conditions
which would result iron’ tills project. Plcae consider this letter part of the public record of
bc hcañng ut which you corNider tins ‘latter.

As you know, traLL, dcl iveHng crude for this pcoject would use Union Pacific rail tracks,
which go right tlirugb the hea’t clout City md which are used l both pasngr trains and
tit’ght tram& OLsa, he ncrtnlsing record of crude-nj I mu accidents iii eee”l years. such an
e’enc would hive cawiroEli I iC etreets 1’ it occurrcd ri any popuhited or habitat area. The
pci nary source o [ the pclrcleum nl’cipatel to be transported by rail tl,rouh our county is
From the Cinadia,, tar sar* and Uakken iNouth [12 korau formations, which the U.S.
Department ci ransport’tioni Pipel [nc aid Hanirdoas Materials Safety Administration has
slctcnnincd is mort Flasnaiahlr than traditional lean cnide oil. When od trains carrying this
rr.rie Sazrdcus vi dc-au, not onv docs iw a] ;p:. bu I a efe— er’ cdes and bvrs:s
m: Itunc. :r..ent flt’t’sCasAs SflOW OS tat ‘ i •lrv-:,air sartstcT has Iacrc4scc. si has
thT—lae harar uc-c,oIarIoauart and os o ht I exrcicns.

:::e City o:Sa Lj:s Ot:sr.y ; in,ated :n er enccia.I’ uInnh:e area, thie to ltD cUflU.ze

of ‘he ;ai. I;rie 3TX r a;. crns over as be I.ae ass ure.gh er ,hn.cev na’,uIad
rcsdcr.Ia and omn:cx’al arats. unhermaie. ‘he ir.e going nve he Cus?a Grdc c he
;r.rncc;ale rah ni I!:e C tv transverses :hezsars of acr or seI:’’ :ItrFe r,át:rai ir the
City, greenbel:. s wer as i:e carrpaa :nd !ni,rt2 onil Ian.] of (a: Pa:v . crsity This
mug-I mc ;r.t n.us:e—,a:’ id .ssiIied by (2a F,rc as hav.r. a cci’. iuh knger r wildire
d, 10 nc :Kt tbn :: .5 vr?uarv riac ccsbe zj: hi’ dere *re: x, eercrv o:d ui
rees hjr,Fermcre. he rxiore -F’, ..e::mirv old wo an brdgcs o’er ‘Ftcn sic, lra!r,s would

navc c taS, ax i’r,:asrccced ard t desgne to &aev ufl’cfl such I’ azarcous frcEgbt.

The C:iy h., pa’’ :o;s cunvcved ::: encens regnd;r.g e.rs exacsat projen ri ER
comrncrts daled ;auuar 27. 20; 4. aluched br v,mr corvel,ierwe. The ,o’ec: woud resutr
in s sirotconl ;rk1e1’e nm !r :c. :rkrrase ii the encth 0: lacazoth cs. and volatiht;’ of
tTrjgbl bcir.s ;amcd l:yeugb our City w:ra a:d resenl lrx rerrE threats to tic ubl:c



Office of ‘he City Council

I.

safety of our residcn(& OLLr ire lightei-s and emergency response or hazmat teams arc not
funded nor equiplied to deal with the magnitude of a rail disaster, which would become
more likely ibis projccl ccrc approved. The longer. slower trains which would go through
our city would aRc af&ct n’ultiple intersections and impact vchüle Iralfic and pedestrian
safety in thcse areas.

The City’s 2015 legi5larL-e platlortti aLso stales these concerns, as do the following policies,
adopted ri December 0I4 a past of the Land Use and Circulation Element update
(Resolution [058i:

12.2.4 RAilroad H,untls fleducd.in.
The City ahail monitor and respond to changes. or proposed changes in passenger
and ireLght rail traffic that nay impart he si fety md well -being of residents of the
community irwIoduig he trnspod of ccinihusti ble njatenals.

I 22.5 Irau,orc nfco’nhusdble Tatrial.
The City shall diseourac he trarlaponatioii of ci r and other combustible
hydrocarbona through he City.

For all ol reason tired above, the City at San faLls Obispo re]tlests rhe Planning
C:onimission Co reject this ppJJecr arid theeb y protect the heaLth aPery and wel arc of San
fuis Gb spy County rgetder,ts, including ncr 46(100 (Icy residents.

Si [were I’

Cc: Si, Li’s (*c C::y Cr’L-i
Ssri .uis (*.;s’c Loony rk’a,i oSerrsor
SIah Sviwlor Bill ‘lcnr:,i
4Rsernhlvnr. Ka:clro Armlj:ar
US Ct’nInwufTh’ r uis (lips



ATTACHMENT

March 2, 2015

San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission
do James Bergman, Director of Planning and Building
976 Los Osos Street, Room 200
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406

RE: Proposed Phillips 66 Company Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur Extension Project

Dear Honorable Chair and Commissioners:

On behalf of the City of Simi Valley, the City Council has reconsidered the proposed
Phillips 66 Company Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur Extension Project- and I would like
to express our serious concern and bring to your attention our opposition to the Project.

According to the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (RDEIR), there exist
unmitigated signh9cant hazards and hazardous materials impacts associated with the
transport of crude oil by rail that would result in risk of derailment and spillage of crude
oil, including impacts to fire protection and emergency response services along the
mainline due to spill or derailment. Simi Valley has nine at grade rail crossings in cur
community. Adjacent to the railroad tracks are homes, parks, businesses, and an
elementary school. A derailment, accident, explosion, oil spill, or fire could have
disastrous life safety, health, environmental, and economic consequences for the
residents and businesses in Simi Valley,

Even without the risk posed by the extreme proximity of rail lines to our residents and
businesses, local emergency responders are not prepared for the scale or disaster
represented by a major oil train derailment, and current oil-by-rail safety standards; like
electronically controlled braking systems and phase out of older cars! have not kept
pace with increased oil-train traffic. The RDEIR also did not evaluate the relative air
quality or greenhouse gas emissions for the entire project area.

Further, the February 16! 2015, derailment and explosion of an oil train in Rockland,
West Virginia, a jam comprised solely of CPC-1232 tanker cars, and travelling under
the speed limit for the secticn of the track on which it was traveling, is a dear indication
that the use of these cars as mitigation is inadequate to protect the public from rail oil
spills.

The City of Simi Valley requests that additional environmental and risk analysis be
completed, particularly for the communities like Simi Valley that the oil trains will travel
through to serve the Phillips facility.



5

For these reasDns, the City of Simi Valley respectfu’ly Qpposas the Phillips 66 Company
Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur Exiension Project. Thank you for your consideration of
this project’s potential impacts to the residents of Sirni Valley. Should you have any
questions, please Teal free to contact the Assistant to the City Manager, Samantha
Argabrite, at (805) 583-6101.

Sincerely,

RobertO. IHuber
Mayor

cc: City Council
City Manager



County of Santa Cruz
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

701 OCEAJ STREET. SUIT! 5*, SMITh CRLZ. CA 95X0-4*9
S1j 54flQO - FAX fll)45442t2 rim: e: 454-21fl

ZACH FffiEND RYAN COONERTY GREG CAPUT R,UC! YCPn!RSD
SECOND D!SflCr lIRO DIS’TICT FOL!FTtI DIS7EIr FFF’TH S1IC1

March 1 2315

Chairperson and Membar
San jails Obispo County Planning Commission
County Government Center
1055 Monterey Street
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

RE: OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED PHILLIPS 66
COMPANY lL SPUR EXTENSION PROJECT

Dear Members of the Conimssiori:

dpi wntirig at the direction of the Santa Cruz County Board of Supenisors to oxpres
our opposition to the proposed Phillips 68 Company Rail Spur Extension Project.

Cur community recognizes the environmental hazards and community risks associated
½t’ c’ tnnsorat:oi and ol Ied,-iict.es sjch as %aut Irduh,g. r. OJ.

car*y, local qotecs expessai noly that they od it: ward oi anicks cr ou ccasi.
an It’e Cou”ty supporlec Ieçislaion to regulate the type o co1aar, ps carryr ol
aIo ci. ooast.ine Last year- tt Santa Cnj Co,rjy Board of &pe.vsors aso
urian n’otsly barned hyvu9c fractsing. or rig, in out cony.

Monte’s of our Board have been contacted by Iota’ residents and ‘esidents of 09w’
conTtw’ities wt0 are exlrenie.y concerned about the pmpos fly Phrips 66 to au cil
to a kca:oi i Sai Lu Obis,, Ccurty by a n Ptiips 6 wants to expand a train
trul-na’ 9 Sai Ltis Oo(spc Ocurty to b’ing nwty trwee ml r oaCors of toxic tar
sands 01. eat, day, ii rrile-and-a-haf long tans to her refrerj ir Npomo. Phil ,s 66
gdrni:s that the plvi w.I r’th.d€ trrspod o ‘s4iifta,t anc LnaD,1S,Ie levels o’to,ot
suur thoxide and cancer-causing chemicals. These are the heaviest trains on the
trucks, running Over our water supplies end through our towns acron the state- While
the trains won’t nan direct, through our county, they will run over the Pajaro River.
which is on& of the most valuable water resources In Out county.

JOhN LEOPOtO
ErnsT CT
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Trarisj,o’tpng lw jde 0 I proos in tt oro1ea by ra wil irVO& as nary as five
trars per week ‘ATh L4 to 80 tark cats, oacb cairg 26.OC - 28.C galk,ns of cne
Oil (2-2 rTljlijOn gaflons totai) on tneir way to th San Luis Obispo County faciIy.

Wit, The grong nJnner 0’ raDorts of hazares assected ti ol zarer !a9’eryI
comun5e &anç The proposed raway ro*e are bannhg to re,stand that we aU
have a stake n The Phi:s 66 popoaI. Jjsi as, morth, a rat yir’g srtte m west
Vr.ia extodM. dsnpng o,7O,O barrels & od onic The grart anti iaco the
nearty KaraMa RNec. Tha happened i sprie of usrj fl&dg isiter cars buit to
withstand accidents better than older models. At least 12 derailments have occurred
since earry2Ol3, The most devastating in Lac-Meganhic. Quebec, In July2013. when a
runsway train canying Bakken crude deraileil nd set ofi an inferno that killed 47
people.

In Santa Cwz County, the Pajaro River flows thmugh mountains, redwood forests,
urban areas, and agricultural lands on its way to the Monterey Bay—the centerpieca Of
the nations Jargest federally protected National Marine Sanctuary. The lower Pajaro
River region includes working farms, businesses, and residential amas encompassing
the City of WatsonvWle and parts of Santa Cruz and Monterey counties. Our count’
depends on the river for sustenance, recreation, and economic development. The
hazards oF a rail spltl or explosJan place the Pajaro River in danger, and the impacis of
such a catastrophe could be widespread.

Accordingly I am writing to express our Boarts opposition to the proposed Phillips 66
Company Rail Spur Extension Proact.

Sir: ceey

cv
GREG CAPUT, Carman
Board of Supennsars

: Sar Bertn Rig
EicecIrve Orector, Cc€stal Watest-et Coerti

2261A6



City of Carpinteria
.‘<Zh

COUNCIL AGENDA STAFF REPORT

April13, 2a15

ITEM FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION

Sending a letter requesting that the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission
deny the proposed Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur Extension Project.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Action Item _X_ Non-Action Item

Approve and authorize the Mayor to sign on behalf of the City Council the proposed
letter to the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission.

Motion: move to approve and authorize the Mayor to sign on behalf ofthe City
Council the proposed letter to the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission.

BACKGROUND

San Luis Obispa County is processing a development permit application for the Santa
Maria Refinory Rail Spur Project (Project). The application was submitted by the Phillips
66 Company for various improvements necessary to accommodate expanded railroad
service to and from the Santa Maria Refinery, which the company operates near
Nipomo in southwestern San Luis Obispo County. The Project environmental impact
report (EIR) process was initiated by the County in 2013, and the pubNc comment
period on the recirculated draft SR closed in November 20t 4. The County expects
public hearngs to be scheduled for consideration of the proposed final SR and the
Project permit this summer. Project information, including the Draft Recirculated FIR
and comment letters can be found on the County website at:
itpJww.sloco U ntypy/pi an ri in g/e fly ironm entaI/ Environmental N otices/Ph]i ps 66
Company Rail Spur Eter’sion Project.htm. Attached to this report are several
excerpts from the Draft Recirculated FIR including the Executive Summary. Project
Description and Project Impact Summary Tables.

The primary environmental effect of the Project in Carpinteria will be an increase in the
number of trains carrying hazardous material, i.e., crude oil, on the UPRR mainline that



Philrips 66 Rail Spur Extension Project Letter
April13! 2015
Page 2

bisects the City. The Draft EIR estimates that the Project would result in up to five unit
trains per week (a unit train has 80 tank cars) and up to 250 trains per year. Each rail
car has an estimated capacity of 27,300 gallons and each unit train 2.1 S million gallons.

At its meeting of February 23! 2015, the City Council received public comment and a
letter from Jim Taylor! representing the Carpinteria Valley Association! requesting that
the City Council oppose the Project. A series of significant accidents, related news
reports! and reports issued by various federal and state agencies sludying the safety of
oil-by rail transportation! have made oil-by-rail an issue of national concern. The
February 2015 issue of Western Cities FvlagazEne, the magazine of the League of
California Cities! included a cover story on the issue of oil train safely and the League
has recommended a list of 10 advocacy points for use by California cities in seeking
improved rail safety.

In response to the Carpinteria Valley Association request, the City Council requested an
agenda matter be scheduled to discuss oil transport by rail and associated risks to
Carpinteria. On March 23, staff presented a report on oil-by-rail and the City Council
approved a letter attached) for transmittal to the U.S. Department of Transportation and
federal representatives that advocates for a number of measures aimed at improving
the safety of rail transportation of hazardous materials and! in particular, oil-by-rail
transit. During the public comment period concerning the matter, the City Council
received many requests for the City to also take a position against the Project. The
Council directed staff to schedule the matter for consideration on its next agenda.

To date, many public agencies have commented on the Project and/or requested that it
be denied. All comment letters, including those of public agencies requesting denial,
can be found on the San Lois Obispo County website. Public agencies in the region that
have filed letters in oppcsition to the project include Ventura City and County; Ventura
School Distriot, Moorpark, Simi Valley: Camarillo, Oxnard, and San Luis Obispo City.
Also, First District Supervisor, Salud Carbajal submitted a letter of concern regarding
the project. Finally, the City of Guadalupe City Council received a report on the sLLbject
and declined to take a position on the Project.

Staff has prepared a draft letter requesting that the San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission deny the Project and this agenda matter is intended to provide the City
Council with an opportunity to approve the letter for transmittal tc the County under the
Mayors signature,

DISCUSSION

As was reported and discussed durin9 the oil-by-rail report to the City Council on March
23, oil-by-rail transportation has increased substantially in recent years as have related
catastrophic accidents.1 Local governments, such as the County of San Luis Obispo,

The Project craft EIR reports a 423% increase in crude oil carriec by rail between 2011 and 2012

S \UsersDAVE\C it yC Cu nd IS-Phil ips66 Project. docx
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are preempted by federal law from regulating the mainl;ne UPRR railroad operations
affected by the Project. Also as reported at the March 23 meeting, federal and state
regulations as well as railrcad industry measures implemented to date have been
ineffective and are in need of substantial reform.2

The Draft Recirculated ER identifies II Significant and Unavoidable (Class I)
environmental impacts that are expected to result from the Project. Under the Califcrnia
Environmental Quality Ad (CEQA), wnere Class I impacts have been identified through
the EIR process a development permit cannot be approved by the lead agency (in this
case, the County of San Luis Obispo) unless certain findings are made.

Cafifornia Public Resources Code §21061. Necessary fIndings where
environmental impact report identifies effects.
Pursuant to the policy stated in Sectotis 21002 and 21002.1, no public
agency shall approve or car,), out a project for which an environmental
impact report has been certified which identifies one or morn significant
effects on the environment that 14’ould occur if the project is approved or
carded out unless both of the following occur:
(a) The public agency makes one or more of the following findings with
respect to each significant effect:
(I) Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into,
the project which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the
environment.
(2 Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of another ptibh agency and have been, or can and should
be, adopted by that otheragency
(3 Specific economic, lega4 social, technological, or other
conside’ations including considerations for the provision of employment
opportunities for highly Wa (ned workers, make infeasible the mitigation
measures or alternatives identified in the environmental impact report.
(b) WIth respect to significant effects which were subject to a finding
under paragraph (3) of subdivision (a), the public agency finds that
specific o’/errfding economic, legal, social, technological, or other
benefits of the project outweigh the significant effects on the
environment.

Several of the Class I impacts identified in the Draft FIR, including the increased risk of
a hazardous materials spill along the UPRR mainline, affect Garpinteria. the project
Draft EIR stales in part “. ..the County as CEQA Lead Agency, and other state and local
responsible agencies nay be preempted from imposing mitigation measures, conditions
Or regulations by federal law...” It is apparent from the Draft EIR that such mitigation
and conditions will be necessary In order to address the identified Project impacts.

2 “Cii by Rail Safety ir Ca ifornia; Prelirr irlary F,nd ins anc RecommendationW, State of California
I ‘iteragency Rail Satety Working Group, June 2014

G \Us ers\DAV E\C ityc Cu fl ci r\S- Phi Ill ps66 Proj cc: .dccx
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The need to establish and carry out mitigation measures and/or project conditions
through the Project permit approvai and operations monitoring will be frustrated, if not
entirely stymied, by the federal preemption, which is expected to preclude the
imprementation of any mitigation measures or project conditions that affect railroad
operations on the UPRR mainline- UPRR confirms this issue in its letter of November
24, 2014, to San Luis Ohispo County (attached). citing, among other things, actions
being taken by the railroad industry and federal regulators to improve rail transportation
safety and making clear that it believes San Luis Obispo County is preempted from
regulating railroad operations and that the !!uP will not agree to any limitation on the
volume of product it ships or the frequency, route or configuration of such shipments.

As such, staff has determined that the project poses an unacceptable risk to Carpinteria
as the City s located along the route that would be used to transport oil to the Project
site.

POLICY CONSISTENCY

The Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rad SpLir Extension Project wiN result in a greater
amount of rail traffic carrying oil and will increase risks of a hazardous materials spiti,
among other impacts- The City’s request that San Luis Obispo County deny a project
determined to have the potential to increase risk of hazards in the City of Carpinteria
can be found consistent with City policies aimed at improving public safety and
mitigating rail hazards.

The City of Carpinteria City Council has responded in the past to railroad development
and operations that it found would be a detriment to public health and safety- In 2000
the City Council upheld on appeal the City Planning Commissions denial of a railroad
siding in the City finding! in part, that the project would impact sensitive environmental
resources such as the Harbor Seal baulout and exacerbate existing constraints on
public access to the coast- Also! in 1999, the City Council wrote letters in opposition to a
proposal by UPRR to raise the passenger and freight train speed limits through
Carpinteria

The following General Plan and Local Coastal Plan Safety Element policies are
applicable:

Objective 5-6: Minimize the potential risks and reduce the loss of life,
prope,ty and the ec000n Ic and social dislocations msnlfing tram
hazardous materials accfdents & large indushaf tacdifles, at facilities
hand/mg acutely hazardous ma! erials. and along transpotteitioii corddors.

Policies:

S ‘Use rs DAVEC ity CouncilS - Phil I ipsS6Proj e Ct, d ocx
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S-Ga. The City should maintain lists of facilities in he planning area that
involve he use, storage, andjor transportation of hazardous materials.
S-6b. City policies concerning the use storage, transportation and
disposal of hazardous materials, and regarding underground or above-
ground storage tanks shall ret/oct the County of Santa Barbara and The
Slate Regional Water Quality Control Board policies and requirements and
shall ensure that the use, storage, transportation and disposal of
hazardous materials does not result in hazardous discharge or runoff
S-Sc. The City should consider the presence of large industrial facilities,
facilities that handle acutely hazardous materials or pesticides, and
railroad and utilities right-of-ways in land use planning.
S-6d. The City shall support protective measures against the spillage of
hazardous materials, including crude oil, gas and petroleum products, arid
shall support effective containment and cleanup facilities arid procedures
for accidental spills that occur.
S-Ge. Where feasible, new hazardous industrial development shall be
located away from existing developed areas,

Implementation Policies:
22. Development of parcels that include the Rincon crude oil pipeline, the
Gas Company’s natural gas pipeline, a railroad right-of-way, or any other
corridor or easement that contain similar uses that have the potential for
hazardous matehals leaks and/or catastrophic events, shall avoid the
placement of habitable structures in such close proximity to the lines that
public health and safety is put at dsfr.
26. Train speeds through Carpinteria should be maintained at levels that
serve to minimize the potential for derailed train cars to leave the railroad
right of way as a result of an accident.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

A hazardous materials release that results in long-term damage to infrastrLLcture, the
environment, and/or local businesses can have long-term negative impacts on the local
economy and related revenues, e.g., sales tax. Further, local response to any major
disaster can be financially crippling to a city, even if federal disaster recovery funds are
available and obtained. Advocating for denial of a project application that would be
expected to lead to an increase in the risk of a catastrophic hazardous materials
incident in the City is a way the City can take action to address suoh financial risk.

LEGAL

The City of Carpinteria does not have permit authority over the subject project, including
the operation of the portion of Union Pacific Railroad track that bisects the City and
which will be affected by the project. The City may submit comments and requests to

0: U sers\DAV F C ityco u n oil ‘S-Phi’ Ii ps66P roject dccx
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the County of San Luis Obispc and the California Coastal Commission, which have
permit authority.

OPTIONS

1. Approve and send the Idler requesfing San Luis Obispo County Planning
Cornmisson deny the proposed Phillips 66 Santa Maria Retinery Rail Spur
Extension project

2. Amend the proposed letter
3. Decrine to send a Fetter.

PRINCIPAL PARTIES EXPECTED AT MEETING

Carpinteria Valley Association Representatives

ATTACHMENTS

A. Draft Letter Regarding Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur Extension
Project

B. Letter request from Garpinteria Vailey Association, dated, February 23. 2015
C. San Luis Obispo County Draft Environmental Impact Report Excerpts inctuding:

1. Executive Summary
2. Project Description
3. mnpacts Summary Table

D. Union Pacilic Railroad comment letter on Draft EIR, dated November 24, 2014

Staff contact: Dave Durflinger / ii •j r
805 68454O5, daved@ci.carpinleria.ca.us) —

Li . / ft
Signature V

C :\Users\DAVE\C ityCouncil\S-PhillipseeProject.docx



CITY of CARPINTERIA,

__

April 7, 2015

San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission
c/c James A. Bergmann. Director of Planning and Building
976 Los Osos Street. Room 200
San Luis Obispo. CA 93408

Re: Request for denial of the proposed Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur Extension Project

Dear Chair and Commissioner&

As Mayor of the City of Carpinteria. I write to you an behalf of the Carpinteria City Council to request that
the Planning Commission deny the proposed Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur Extension
Project due to the It Significant ano Unavoidable (Class I) environmental impacts! identified in the
project draft environmental impact report (DEIR). In particular, we object to the project due to the
increased risk of a crude Oil train dorailment in our community.

Carpinteria is located on the coast in southeast Santa Barbara County and is bisocted by the Union
Pacific Railroad mainline studied in the DEl R and subject to prolect impacts. Thousands of Carpinterians
live, wor and go to school adjacent to this rail line. An oil train derailment in Carpinteria poses a
significant risk of loss of life in our comm unity.

Carpinteria is home to a variety of coastal resources that are of regional and statewide significance
include an estuary, near shore ocean reefs, a harbor seal haulout/sanctuary, popular tourist destinations
such as the Carpinteria downtown shopping district and the Carpinteria State Beach campground. All of
these important resources are located adjacent to the UPRR railroad tracks and, in the event of an oil
train deralment in Carpinteria would put these resources at a significant risk of being damaged or
do St ro ted.

As you know, in its letter of November 24, 2014, UPRR takes the lnshion that feera regulations
preempt local government agencies such as the San Luis Obispo County from regulating railroad
operations. Vet, the regulation of rail transportation, as promulgated and rried out by the rail industry
and federal regulatory agencies has proven to be inadequate to effectively address the risks represented
by oil-by-rail transportation. Nationwide, the lack of effective federal or state regulations and the inability
to establish local regulations has resulted in a dangerous void in oversight with, as we have seen aver
and over again. disastrous results. This inadequate system of regulatory oversight, the threat of federal
preemption. and the posture of UPRR concerning the establishment of prued mitigation or conditions
that may be deemed to affect railroad operations make clear that the significant environmental impacts
identified cannot be adequately addressec.

For these reasons. we respectfully request the Commission deny the proposed Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery project.

Sincerely.

Gregg A. Carty
Mayor

C: San Luis Obispo County Board of Supervisors
California Coastal Commission

5775 CA]U’IN’l’L’RIA .4VLNU E • CARP!NTERIA, CA 9301 3-2&) 7(805) 681-S’105 • FAX (805) 684 5304
WWW .0 rp i ru erLa . Wi .1]
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GOLETA
TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

FROM: Jennifer Carnian, Planning & Environmental Review Director

CONTACT: Anne Wells. Advance Planning Manager

SUBJECT: PhIlips 66 Santa Mans Refinery Rail Project

RECOMMENDATION:

Provide staff with direction on submitting a comment letter to the San Luis Obispo
County Planning Commission stating health, safety. and environmental concerns
regarding the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Project (Attachment 1).

BACKGROUND:

Phillips 66 Company (Phillips 66) has applied to San Luis Obispo County (County) for
the Santa Maria Refinery Rail Spur Project (Project). The Project proposes to expand
the capacity at the existing Santa Maria Refinery, located in Nipomo. San Luis Obispo
County, to accept crude oil from outside of the region, by rail transport Rail transport to
the refinery includes two routes, one of which runs through Goleta.

DISCUSSION:

A Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Project was released in November
2013 followed by a Revised Oral EIR in October 2014. Over 11.000 comment letters
were reportedly received by the County on the Revised Draft EIR. According to the
Revised Draft EIR, the Project increases the capacity of the Santa Maria Refinery to
receive crude oil by train through various proposed modifications. Each train is
approximately one mile in length and could carry more than two million gallons of

unrefined crude oil. The Revised Oral ER indicates that an average of five trains per
week and up to 250 trains per year will deliver crude oil to the refinery.

The oil transport trains would be operated by Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and would
arrive at the Santa Maria Refinery from the north or the south, through the City,
depending on the route taken. The movement of those trains to and from the site is
Fargely regulated by federal law under the interstate Commerce Commission
Termination Act of 1995 and the Commerce Clause of the United States Constitution,
as stated in the Revised Draft EIR.



Meeting Date: May 19, 2015

The Revised Draft EIR identifies a number of potential impacts resulting from the
Project. Most relevant to the City are the hazards and hazardous materials impacts as
rail transport of crude has the potential for oir spills, fires, or exp]osions along the
railroad, including the segment of the track passing through the City of Goleta on the
south side of Highway 101. Refer to Attachment 2 for the Revised Draft FIR Executive
Summary, Project Description, and impacts Summary Table for more information.

impacts associated with a mile long train! holding more than two million gallons of
unrefined crude oil potentially passing through Goleta, are numerous. The risk of spill,
f[re, or explosion and related public safety and environmental damage was the most
serious potential impact identified by staff during the review of the ErR. A number of
other cities have similar concerns and have passed resolutions and/or sent letters
opposing the Project. The cities of Carpinteria, Oxnard, Ventura! and Camarillo for
example, have recently done this. Additionally, State Senator Hannah-Beth Jackson
requested denial of the Project. Although the City found the risk of upset to be minimal
in approving the Cortona Apartments Project, this quantity and frequency of crude oil
was not part of that analysis.

To assist the San Luis Obispo County decision-makers better understand the concerns
of impacted communities, the City could submit a comment letter stating the details of
our concerns. Staff prepared a draft comment letter for your consideration, focusing on
the public safety and environmental risks associated with the rail transport component
of the Project (Atlacbment 1).

San Luis Obispo County has jurisdiction over approval of the Project and pursuant to
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is the Lead Agency for the
environments] review of the Project. The County Planning Commission has the review
and approval authority to grant or deny the Project and EIR. The Project and EIR is
anticipated to be on the Planning Commissions agenda in the near future.

FISCAL IMPACTS:

There are no direct fiscal impacts associated with this item.

ALTERNATIVES:

The City Council may elect not to send a letter or to make amendments to the letter.

Legal Review By: Approved Dy:

Em W. Giles Michelle Greene —

City Attorney City Manager
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ATTACHMENTS:

1. Draft Letter frQnl the City to the San Luis Ob[spo County Planning Commission
Regarding the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Project

2. Philiips 66 Sarfla Maria Rdfinery Rail Project Revised Draft EIR Executive Summary,
R-cect Descd-. arc lmats SJ9rar1Ta, e
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CITY OF

GOLEFA
May 19, 2015

CITY COUNCIL

Paula Perocte

Jim Farr
Al eyar Pro Ternpo,e

Roger S. Aceves
Ce ri in? a m b a r

Nlicliael T. Bennett
Co a ruin a n be

honorable Planning Commissioners
San Luis Obispo County
do James A. Bergman! Director of Planning and Building
976 Los Osos Street. Room 200
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

RE: Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Project

Dear honorable Chair and Commissioners:

The purpose of This letter is to
public safety and the environme
the proposed PhHips 66 Santa

relay the City of Go’eta’s concern for
ntal risks and public safety arising from
Maria Refinery Rail Project (‘Project’).

concerns be included as part of

The Project, however, proposes to expand the
Maria Refinery located in Nipomo, California, to
outside of the region, transported into the refinery
pipeline transport. The Project directly affects the
residents.

The proposed transport to market includes two
runs through the center of Coleta. The hazards
oil rail transport are well documented within the
report for the Project and puts cur public, sensiti
environment at unnecessary risk.

capacity of the Santa
accept crude oil from
via rail, as opposed to
City of Goleta and our

routes, one of *ich
associated with crude
environmental impact

ye creek habitats, and

Each crude oil train could carry more Than two million gallons of crude
oil, exposing our community to almost 11,000,000 gallons of hazardous
and potentially explosive oil product each week. The trains traveling
through Goleta and the region would stretch ever a mile long,
paralleling major transportation conidors such as Highway 101 and
Hollister Avenue, through the densely populated Old Town area of
Goleta, and adjacent to our high-tech business center and research

Tony vallejo
Ceanruie, Fn,ber

CITY MANAGER
Michelle Greene

We respectfully request that the City’s
your evaluation of the merits of the Project.

SO C ,n?on? Oire. Si B. Goia.CA 9357 p O5 .96 .7500 a aos.ses. 2635



San Lois Obispo County Planning Cor,iniisaioners
Phillips 6 Santa Maria Refinery Rail Project
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2 of 2

park area. Hundreds of homes exist or are currently under construction adjacent to the
rail corridor with hundreds mare soon lobe constructed in the same vicinity. The rail line
parallels Eliwood Elementary School, a fire station under pre-construction design, a
proposed California Highway Patrol facility, an electrical peaker plant, an cii and gas
processing plant, and underground oil and gas pipelines.

Equally sEgnificant, the rail intersects each of the Citys twelve sensitive creeks just
upstream from the Pacific Ocean. The creeks connect to the ocean via biologically rich
estuaries, hosting numerous special status plants, fish, bFrds. and other wildlife species.
The creeks are important to both ecosystem health and conirnunity values.

ri summary, our concern regarding rail transport of volatile crude oil threatens the
safety of our children, residents! businesses, critical infrastructure, and our creeks and
the estuaries. Note that the existing pipeline transport of crude oil has numerous
monitoring and control points That enable our well-framed emergency responders to
minimize and manage incident response. These same emergency responders do not
have the resources to adequately respond to the scale of emergency that would occur
in the event of a crude oil train derailment not to mention the direct threat to public
safety infrastructure. The potential for a large-scale disaster resulting from this Project is
a reality that must be addressed.

The transport of large quantities of volatile crude oil on a mile-long train through our City
is simply too risky and unnecessary. particularly in light of Galifornias existing well-
controlled maze of underground transport pipelines. The risk of derailment and related
public safety and environmental damage makes this Project unsupportable by the City
and we respectfully request that you deny the Project! as it is currently defined.

Thank you for your consideration of our concems and request regarding this Project.
Please ensure that we are aware of future public meetings related to the Project and do
not hesitate to contact me at (805)961-7500 or the Citys staff contact, Anne Wells, at
(805)961 -7557 or awellst5)cityotaoleta.ora if you have questions or comments regarding
this letter.

Sincerely,

Paula Perotte
Mayor

cc: Hannah-Beth Jackson, California State Senator
Das Williams, California Assembly Member
Goleta City Councilmembers
Michelle Greene! Goleta City Manager
Tin, fljlc flntto flit;’ Attnmp;,

ow o

3Ol—F T/S F 30 C rmona or e. Swt S. Goata. CA 931 7 • 505.?’ I .7500 S05.S5.23 S

6




