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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jay Carmona <jay@forestethics.org>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:18 PM
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOXx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainiine “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’'s existing climate law mandating the siate move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than aver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jay Carmona
317 Hanover Ave Apt 108
Oakland, California 94606
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Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lynn Maguire <lynnswan7@verizon.net>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:19 PM
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According fo the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poflution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR alsc assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quéebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.8 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandaling the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
neople who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfuily urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely, Mrs Lynn Maguire

Lynn Maguire
2108 Magnolia Ave
Manhattan Beach, California 90266
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Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gloria Hovde <ghovde9@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:19 PM
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am wriling to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-bullt DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Gloria Hovde
15200 May Hollow Rd.
Lower Lake, California 85457




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Walter Helm <whelmco41@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:24 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According {o the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate Wors;t case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.




The revised EIR identifiss "significant and unavoidable" climale impacis
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EiR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Walter Helm
PO Box 1669
Marysville, California 95901
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Frederick Hamilton <thami38130@msn.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:24 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oii trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air potlution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in sighificant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Frederick Hamilton
12271 Wintergreen Street
Rancho Cucamonga, California 91739-1925
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marc Maloney <maloney_marc@yahoo.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:26 PM
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Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens inciuding increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 miilion gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperalive we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
This proposal is unacceptable.
Sincerely,

Marc Maloney
54473 college oak drive #12

Sacramento, California 95841
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Samantha Stanley <samanthamstanley@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:28 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Am
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
foxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Samantha Stanley
1511 Jefferson St
Oakland, California 94612
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lisa Zure <creativesuccess_com@yahoo.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:28 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Oil trains pose a great potential danger to the community of Benicia.
Therefore, | am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol
train offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would
create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate

that community.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline *woulid be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

Of equal concern is the fact that bringing oil frains into Benicia will create
unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along the
rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and
unavoidable air impacts from toxins and known carcinogens including

increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmenial

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,
Lisa Zure

Lisa Zure
221 The Alameds
San Anselmo, California 94960
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elena Ennouri <boussakato@icloud.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:29 PM

Amy Million PR E
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project fgém‘? e
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departiment Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic

air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.

The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yei-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spiils. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it Is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Councli to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Elena Ennouri
175 orchard Ave
Redwoood City, California 94061
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julie Slater-Giglioli <julierose.1951@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:29 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

b am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spilis, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spiils. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the siate move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
neople who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Julie Slater-Giglioli
7553 Norton Ave
West Hollywood, California 80046
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Amy Million

From: susan rigali <rbssj@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:40 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Mitlion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoeidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

susan rigali
18222 arminta
reseda, Ca!ﬁomia 91335
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jacob Wang <jacob_94121@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:41 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am wriling to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail rouie and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
foxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable,

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gailons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-25




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ofl infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacied by this project live in EPA-designated k
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communifies
of color. Approving tnis project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jacob Wang
699 36TH AVENUE #308
SAN FRANCISCO, California 94121
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rose Matossian <rosemary.matossian@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:43 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valerc's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollufion from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spiiled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume g worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Rose Matossian
320 gull point
Benicia, California 94510
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Howard Cohen <howard@cohensw.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:46 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy
Mitlion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the siate move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a ime when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiuily urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Howard Cohen
3272 Cowper Street
Palo Alto, California 94306
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jacquie Lowell <jlowell.improv@juno.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:46 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am yet another Californian deeply concerned about permitting oil trains fo
traverse our state. You have no doubt already heard all the good
arguments against the encouragement of more fossil fuel burning, and
about the dangers that oil trains pose to our environment (every living thing
near the refinery and their routes). So I'm simply adding my voice in
agreement that there is no place in our state for further fossil fuel

expansion.

For all these reasons, | respecifully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jacquie Lowell
3766 Southview Drive #250
San Diego, California 92117-5338
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carol Taggart <cbtaggart@earthlink.net>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:04 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

8
;%
g ot
Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department AmgOMMUN| YD
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gailons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the siate move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildiires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
pecple who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carol Taggart
1705 Valparaiso Ave
Menlo Park, California 94025
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

georgia carver <carvergl@att.net>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:11 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

CITY OF
3 ISTYIEE
COMMUNITY [

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According fo the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the siate move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires

are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designate
environmental justice communitias - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

georgia carver
2628 furminy
rancho cordova, California 85670
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Debra Little <debralittlel@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:15 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed cil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, .

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, Af a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, il is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project wilt only &dd 1o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Debra Liitle
PO box 2183
Nevada City, California 859859
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

lynda leigh <lynda.leighl@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:19 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concem over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that confiict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a tims when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

lynda leigh
435 manzanita ave

santa cruz, California 95062
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Catherine McCoy <auragold1l@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:24 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

o

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
foxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invast

in safe, clean energy rather than exitreme ofl infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Catherine McCoy
30359 Savannah oaks Dr
Murrieta, California 92563
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

sara rajan <curoi@cruzio.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:25 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

coMplniTy

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express my graveconcern about Valero's proposed oil train
offfoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and un;voidable impacts" that could devastate the
community. This, alone, is absolutely unacceptable.

Sincerely,

sara rajan
100 N. Rodeo Guich
Soquel, California 95073
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ana Paula Fernandes <anapaulamfernandes@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:25 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Miltion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing ol trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline *would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gations of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects sxisting
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacls
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Af a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean ensrgy rather than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Ana Paula Fernandes
705 Mendocino Way
Redwood City, California 94065
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michelle OM <michelleom@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:26 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express my opposition fo Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR points fo significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins and
known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide,
PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yat-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

Also, the vast majority of people who will be impacted by this project live in
EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income
and communities of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy

of environmental racism in communities living along the rail routes.

| urge the Planning Commissicon and City Council to not certify this EIR

and reject Valero’s proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
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Michelle OM
514 Bverett St

El Cerrito, California 94530
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jon Spitz <plantbased.js@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:32 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

b
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s exdisting climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wiidfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impactad by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jon Spitz
401 Steele Lane
Laytonville, California 95454
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kristina Fukuda-schmid <kmfukuda@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:33 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Kristina Fukuda-schmid
11259 Garfield ave
Culver city, California 90230
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Scott Cuyjet <ycstah@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:37 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
officading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenaric is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
envirenmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Scott Cuyjet
2 Sullivan Ave
Daly City, California 94015
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gerardo Fuentes <konshess@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:43 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

t am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

. community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 miliion gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the siate move
0 an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it s imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extrems oll infrastructure.

I addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Gerardo Fuentes
110 College Rd
Watsonville, California 950786
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Amy Million

From: jeremy france <jeremyfrancel8635@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:52 PM

To: Amy Million ;

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project f§ -
#

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departmant Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
aleng the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identiflas "significant and unavoidable” climale impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
peopte who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities fiving along the rail routes,

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed ofl train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

jeremy france
2655 Stonehaven pl
West covina, California 81792
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carlotta Tiniakoff <cuptintoo@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:05 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department A A
Million,

s,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spilis, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
fo an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2080, At a8 time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than sver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructure.

in addition, anaiysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacied by this proiect live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carlotta Tiniakoff
PO Box 1799
La Mirada, California 90837
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mal Gaff <malgaff@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:.09 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unaccepiable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable alr impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the *worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At 2 time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructurs.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Mat Gaff
801 W. Ocean Ave
Lompoc, California 93436
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jjayne Pitchford <ladyenyaj@hotmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:10 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. Accarding to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oii trains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The ifrain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EiR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the stale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wiidfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, It is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of cansus data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the raill routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

jayne Pitchford
1144 12th St Apt 205

santa monica, California 80403
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pam Cartwright <pcpoetplace@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:14 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenarioc analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifiss "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouss gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than sxtreme oll infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Pam Cartwright
2755 Commercial St. Sk
Salem, Oregon 97302
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pamela Hall <pamela.hall@sbbmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:14 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Mittion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing ol trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk Is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the *worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” ciimate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exirems ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-incomea and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Pamela Hall
14981 Greenhorn rd.
Grass Valley, California 95945
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jason Hall <jasonmelohall@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:15 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According fo the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-67




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with Califernia's existing climate law mandating the stale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jason Hall
259 Sunol St
California, California 95020

E-68




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carole Gonsalves <carolejg@mac.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:16 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

1N SN P |
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gailons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carole Gonsalves
1497 Los Rios Dr
San Jose, California 95120
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Heidi Trinkle <liggig@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:20 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project g

SEP 25 701
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Principal Planner, Benicla Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

it is time California led the nation in getting off fossii fuels. A great startis
by not allowing cil trains to travel anywhere that California families reside.
I am deeply concerned over Valero's proposed oll train offloading facility in
Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create several "significant

and unavoidable impacts” that could devastale my community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmenta! justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oif train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Heidi Trinkle
657 Lyndon
Monterey, California 93940
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Janice Flatto <janiceflatto@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:26 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project /

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainiine “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yel-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the siate move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastruciure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstirates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EFPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Janice Flatto
945 Wright St
Santa Rosa, 95404
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Abigail Bates <abbiebates@hotmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:32 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

{ am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicla. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "signhificant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia wili create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased polfution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

that confiict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move

to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
re raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Coungcil to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Abigail Bates
3706 Motor Avenue #35
Los Angeles, California 90034
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Antonio Buensuceso <antoniobuensuceso@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:34 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Am ‘
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumuliative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainiine “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-77




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

i

that conflict with California’s existing cliimate law mandating the state move
to an B0% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oit infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed ol frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Antonio Buensuceso
12901 Francine Terrace
Poway, California 82064
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

cassie barr <cbatloom@aol.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:37 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Mitlion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination

of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

~ unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spiil of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised £IR identifies "significant and unavoidabie” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the siale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
pecple who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valerc's proposed oif train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

cassie barr
3668 38th ave
oakland, California 94619
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carrie Staton <csstaton@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:39 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
atong the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidablg” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme ofl infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carrie Staton
120 Summit Drive
Santa Cruz, California 95060
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Thomas Snell <tsnell@got.net>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:39 PM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabie” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed ol train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Thomas Snell
8680 Pinetree Ln
Aptos, California 895003
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Scott Coahran <scoahran@hotmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:53 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzens.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
atong the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and cantamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR alsc assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spiiled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

5

that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstirates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Scott Coahran
- 220 West K St. Apt. 1

Los Banes, California 93635
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sammarye Lewis <sammarye@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:55 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

f am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a waorst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than sver, i is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than sextreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Sammarye Lewis
PO Bx 26331
San Jose, Californig 95159
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Margaret Tilden (me) <yellowkayak@me.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:06 PM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol train
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the stale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
ara raging and the drought is more dire than aver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Margaret Tilden (me)
P.O. Box 150733
San Rafael, California 94815
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan Cecil <jancecil8@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:.08 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs, Million,

Should Valero get its way, oil trains carrying explosive and toxic extreme
crude will travel daily through Northern California - including right behind
California's state capitol building - en route to the Benicia refinery. The
project's environmental review even admits that impacts from "hazardous

materials" will be "significant and unavoidable." This risk is unacceptable.

Should Valero get its way, oil trains carrying explosive and toxic extreme
crude will travel daily through Northern California - including right behind
California's state capitol building - en route to the Benicia refinery. The
project's environmental review even admits that impacis from "hazardous

materials" will be “significant and unavoidable." This risk is unacceptable.

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery..
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car

designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
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result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precicus wetlands and waterways. This level of risk s also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled aver 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spiils. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Af a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of coler. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes,

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jan Cecil
2923 Ashby Ave
Berkeley, California 94705

E-92




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Katie Levine <katielevine@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:13 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzens.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million géi%ens of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
fo an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever it is imperative we Invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communitias - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil irain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Katie Levine
1335 clay stapt 5
san francisco, California 94109-4184

E-94




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jody Weisenfeld <jodweis@comcast.net>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:15 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ofl train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unaccepiable increases in {oxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

suffur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavolidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the stale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
peacple who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfuily urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sinceraly,

Jody Weisenfeld
894 Crinella Dr
Petaluma, California 94954
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

seb Baum <sportly94928@yahoo.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:16 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

£

that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communifies - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living aleng the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

seb Baum
1109 ozone dr
USA, California 85407

E-98




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kim Bethel <KimBHI99@hotmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:23 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

f am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

AN

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires

are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructurs.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
pecple who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Kim Bethel
18626 ridgedale
Madera, California 83638
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rosiris Paniagua <rosiris_paniagua@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:36 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an B0% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Rosiris Paniagua
3304 Alicia Avenue
Altadena, California 91001
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

samuel popailo <samuel_popailo@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:39 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According fo the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-103




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

samuel popailo
7918 1/4 NORTON AVE APT 2
WEST HOLLYWOOD, California 90046-5292
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ann Thompson <thechinadolls2@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:39 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concermn over Valero's proposed oil train
offlcading facility in Benicia. According fo the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

4

that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state mov
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, itis imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Ann Thompson
831 Wendell st
Crescent City, CA, California 95531
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Brad Nelson <bwnssurfn7 @hotmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:40 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departmant Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express opposition over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate this

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline *would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacls
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandatiing the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructurse,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oif train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Brad Neison
333 Sunset Dr.
Oxnard, California 83035
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joel Meza <jdemeza@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:00 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

i am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The frain that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climatle impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sinceraly,

Joel Meza
P.O. Box 210144

San Francisco, California 94121
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Amy Million

From: Kelsey Baker <kisbkr777@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:03 PM S
To: Amy Million LE]
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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he revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-dasignated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valerg's proposed oif frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Kelsey Baker
1386 23rd Ave

San Francisco, California 94122
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

R Garcia <corvettes454@yahoo.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:43 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

R Garcia
543 Felton Way
San Luis Obispo, California 93405
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Martin Diedrich <martin@keancoffee.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:08 PM

Amy Million I
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

P S s

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

L am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unaccepiable.

The EIR also assumes the *worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed ofl train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Martin Diedrich
281 Magnolia St.
Costa Mesa, California 92627
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lois Shubert <loisdarl776@roadrunner.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:09 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

GOkt Y Y PRAENT

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Am
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable,

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised IR identifies "significant and unavoidable” ciimate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
w0 an 80% reduction of greanhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invast

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructurs.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Councli to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Lois Shubert
1167 Baywood Ct.
Camarilo, California 93010
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Zachary Todd <blackmantis@earthlink.net>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:21 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

cormmunity.

Bringing oil frains into Benicla will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in sighificant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 fanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revisad EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
te an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At g time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Zachary Todd
3927 Trolley Ct.
Brea, California 92823
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Susan Orr <susanorr@mac.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:23 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I'm pretty sure you know that 'worst case scenarios' are rarely what
happen - that what happens is usually far worse than anything imagined. ..
Please care for the people of your community by rejecting Valero's
proposed oil train terminal.

For all the reasons articulated below | urge you to recognize that the
highest value is supporting all life, not corporations and their economic

projections.

According to the EIR, this project would create several "significant and

unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities alil along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NO¥,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,

or about 240,000 gailons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec
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in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily fow-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Susan Orr
2241 4th avenue

sacramento, California 95818
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Karen Jenne <kajenha_1999@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:27 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department A‘my

Miliion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable alr impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires

are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

n safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Karen Jenne
2012 La Fremontia
South Pasadena, California 91030
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rev. Joe Futterer <taopower@charter.net>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:28 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departmeant Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery,
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.5 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with Californiz’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that g vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Rev. Joe Futterer
122 Pueblo Ln
Topanga, California 80290
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jennifer Hayes <xandysmom@aol.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:38 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

o~ ZE A
COM

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spilis. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
inat conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

The health of our community is not for sale: Bringing oll trains into Benicia
will create unacceptable increasas in toxic air pollution for communities all
along the rail route and near the refinery, many of which are already
overburdened with air contaminants. The health of our community is not

for sale.
Sincerely,

Jennifer Hayes
2312 St James PL
Modesto, California 95350
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

R Garcia <corvettes454@yahoo.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:43 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

faTat Y]
COM

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
atong the UPRR mainiine “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unaccepiable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communitias
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council fo not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely

J

R Garcia
543 Felton Way
San Luis Obispo, California 93405
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stephanie Darling <exceedinglydarling@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:46 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Am
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "sighificant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “"wouid be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not—yét—bui!t DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the *worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” ciimate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climale law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, # is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Stephanie Darling
1226 Grant Ave

San Francisco |, California 94133
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nanlouise Mr. Stephen Zunes and Ms. Nanlouise Wolfe <nizwolfe@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:53 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia wili create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spiiled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than sver, it is imperative we inveast

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Nanlouise Mr. Stephen Zunes and Ms. Nanlouise Wolfe
820 Western Drive
Santa Cruz, CA 85060
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kristina Bennett <mermaidangel2@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:54 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Mitlion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Stch a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-135




o

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstirates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For ali these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Kristina Bennett
980 Bush St. #206

San Francisco, California 94109
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

J. Michael "Mike" Henderson <mhenderson13@gmail.om>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:08 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

YRS
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departiment Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed cil train
offlcading facility in Benicla. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for ail of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacls
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative ws invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

J. Michael "Mike" Henderson
12979 Rancho Penasquitos Blvd.
San Diego, California 52129
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

nancy morgan <nmorgan@dc.rr.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:17 PM
Amy Million

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, anaig}sis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the raii routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

nancy morgan
78575 yavapa

indian wells, California 92210
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julie Alley <juliesbooks@gmail.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:30 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offfoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies “Sigﬂéﬁ{:am and unavoidable” climate impacts

that conflict with California’s existing clin law mandating the state move

to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
re raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than sxtreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
pecple who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Councll to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Julie Alley
3553 Atlantic Avenue
Long Beach, California 80807
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gerald Lysne <glysne@aol.com>

Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:33 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in {oxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than gver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
neople who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communitias - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Gerald Lysne
2102 Redgap Ct.
Encinitas, California 92024
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barry Katz <katznbarry@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:37 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

COM

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offioading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities alil along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidab!e air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

You don't have to be a retired environmental planner like myself to realize
the potential detrimental adverse effects of the oil train project even nat a
minimal accident scenario. It's a "no project” alternative because these
problems cannot be mitigated merely by imposing conditions.

Sincerely,

Barry Katz
904 N. Spaulding Ave.
West Hollywood, California 90046
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Catherine Hirsch <chkh@earthlink.net>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:42 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million, |

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.,

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climalte impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extrame oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add {o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Catherine Hirsch
PO Box 1543
Redway, 95560
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jason Thomas <jtbigmtnman@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:43 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unaveidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainiine “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic 10ss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climats law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extremes oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Councll to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oll train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jason Thomas
3710 Laurel St
Shasta Lake, California 96019
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michael Tomczyszyn <mtomczyszyn@hotmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:00 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

1
E-151




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincersaly,

Michael Tomeczyszyn
243 Ramsell St

San Francisco, California 94132
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

J. Atwell <jenniferandlisa@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:03 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According fo the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster couid
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The tfrain that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

J. Atwell
2401 W. Clark Ave.
Burbank, CA 915086
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sara Fogan <calminsensehypnosis@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:04 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our pracious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it s imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
peoplte who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Sara Fogan
POR 55552
Santa Clarita, California 81385
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Claire Mortifee <claire_mortifee@hotmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:35 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil {frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia wili create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of colar. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Claire Mortifee
640 Rue Prince Arthur Ouest

Montreal, British Columbia vBn 1nt
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kathy Zelaya <kathy.z@charter.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:40 AM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 ’iénker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The irain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The ravised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the stale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than aver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes,

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia
Sincerely,

Kathy Zelaya
337 W. California Ave. #5
Glendale, California 81203
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Suzanne Sutton <artemisprovence@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:51 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oif frain
offioading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable,

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climats impacis
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandaling the state move
to an 80% reduction of gresnhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-desighated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oll train

terminal in Benicia
Sincerely,

Suzanne Sution
3 calle del Onda
Stinson Beach, 84970
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Clara pichi Goossens <fmthclara@verizon.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:49 AM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing {0 express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offioading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several signhificant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOXx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainiine “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time whan wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily fow-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Clara pichi Goossens
335 LA Familia circle
hemet, California 92545
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Peter Lee <peterboothlee@hotmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:53 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Miflion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will creafe unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The irain that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabie” climate impacls
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census dala demonstrates that a vast majority of
pecple who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Peter Lee
3910 Fulton Street

San Francisco, California 94118
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Chimey Lee <chimey2@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:54 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I'am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacls
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the stale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At 3 time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme ofl infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
neople who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Chimey Lee
1501 Blake Street #306
Berkeley, California 94703-1888
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michal Lynch <michalcathy@cox.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:55 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandaling the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
paople who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Michal Lynch
889 San Antonio Creek Rd
Santa Barbara, California 83111
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bethany Schulze <killertigeress@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:55 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increasss in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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tifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extrems oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
peopie who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmential

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Bethany Schuize
P.O. Box 8043
Santa Cruz, California 95061
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kathleen Kuczynski <katski47@cox.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:09 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll train
offioading facility in Benicia. According fo the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing cil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing ciimate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than sver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastruciure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EFPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Kathleen Kuczynski
25402 Shoshone Dr.
Lake Forest, California 82830
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joseph Gilbert <joeg4us@roadrunner.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:14 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

+

that conflict with California’s exdsting climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to g legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council 1o not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Joseph Gilbert
1037 N. Rice Rd.
Ojai, California 93023
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Donna Watson <Donna_Watson2000@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:49 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
atong the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised IR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperatlive we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majornity of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communitias living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Donna Watson
2676 Stonecresk Dr.

Sacramento, California 95833
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Amy Million

From: Matt Schlegel <mschlegel@sakinoconsulting.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 3:01 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project wouid create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline *would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandaling the stale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes,

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil {rain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Matt Schiegel
349 lris Way
Palo Alto, California 94303
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cindy Koch <ck55@verizon.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:16 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departmant Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

fam writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing cil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.

The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from

toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOXx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumuiative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-181




it

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacls
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Cindy Koch
4207 Rose Ave.
Long Beach, California 90807
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

bob nace <robertnace512@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 4:15 AM
Amy Million

Principal Planner. Benicia Community Development Departmeant Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am wriling to express deep concern gver Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster couid
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The irain that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climats law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia .stop the sludge.
Sincerely,

bob nace
pleasant vly dr .

pleasant hill | California 94523
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ros Giliam <rosandtex@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:34 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing fo express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “woulid be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sinceraly,

Ros Giliam
2 Irma Rd, Pringle Bay, Western Cape, South Africa
Cape Town, Indiana 7936
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Arthur Delgadillo <ferro56@ca.rr.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 4:16 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic l0ss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 mitlion gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume & worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "signiticant and unavoidable” climale impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
ara raging and the drought is more dire than aver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Arthur Delgadillo
11848 206 Th St
Lakewood, California 80715

E-188




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

AG Gilmore <ag_gilmore@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 4:24 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devasiate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxinsg and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be’signiﬁcant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic l0ss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the stale move
an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exirems ofl infrastructur

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
paople who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

AG Gilmore
340 S Lemon Ave #3821
Walnut, California 91789
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

michael bordenave <mbordenave5467@att.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 5:55 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

f am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacis from
toxins and known‘ carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzens.

According to the EIR, the curhu!ative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or abouf 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gandns of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR {dentifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperatlive we invest

~

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

michael bordenave
951 n adoline
fresno, California 93728
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ellen Phillips <parrotfreak@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 6:12 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing fo express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

commuhity.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacls
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oll train

terminal in Benicia.

Sinceraly,

Ellen Phillips
2550 Dana St 3C
Berkeley, California 94704
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paul Richards <pauldr4é4@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 6:14 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Mitlion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quéebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greanhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ofl infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstraies thal a vast majority of
paople who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Paul Richards
551 Radnor Road
Oakland, California 94606

E-196




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kendra Brooks <kendrakbrooks@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 6:13 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing fo express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoldable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainiine "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster couid
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR alsc assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

Si
that confiict with California’s existing climale law mandaling the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oil infrastructurs.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communitias living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Councli to not certify this EIR and reject Valerg’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Kendra Brooks
249 16
Seal beach, California 90740
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Phil Ritter <philr@sonic.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 6:26 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am wriling to exprass deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainiine “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination

of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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he revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Phil Ritter
225 Locust Street 357-6

Sausalito, California 94965
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jane Barbarow <barbarow@juno.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 6:27 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
rasult in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacls
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the siate move

to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires

are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure

I addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Coungcil to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Jane Barbarow
4526 Tulip Ave
Oakland, California 94619 -
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jamila Garrecht <jamila@sonic.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 7:07 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil {rain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzens.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for alf of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought Is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstraies that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jamila Garrecht
620 E St
Petaluma, California 849852
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shelley Alonso <maywolf@mac.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 7:07 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climat:
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that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the staie move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than exireme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Shelley Alonso
14340 Blossom Hill Rd
Los Gatos, California 95032
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

vance arquilla <vancetango@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:16 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways . This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.8 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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(he revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the stale move
t0 an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respeactfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council fo not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oll train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

vance arquilla
4121 mildred
los angeles, California 80066
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Liz Amsden <LizAmsden@hotmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 7:17 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ail train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create

several "significant and unavoidable impacts”...
Well, they ARE avoidable. Just say NO.

Allowing expansion of Big Oil will just encourage further and more
dangerous corporate behaviors including fracking and the rampant
disregard for regulation and life that led to disasters such as the

Deepwater Horizon explosion.
Put people over short-term profits.

We don't need the polluted air and cast-off chemicals from oil cars

poisoning our communities.

We don't want our coasts dug up for more ports to export oil which will only
serve to INCREASE costs within California.

We don't want more global warming.

We don't want our tax dollars used to clean up the mess of spills and other

'accidents' caused by corporate cost-cutting.

Some people are squawking about the cost? That development helps the

economy. Well, who's economy? The one most of us live in or the 1%s?
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What about the cost of cleaning up after major spilis? The medical cosis

and settlements that will come if you let this continue?

Who pays for that?

ey

olar energy is now CHEAPER than fossi fuels in most areas if you
remove the corporate welfare benefits Big Oif and Big Coal have been
roliing in for generations, and green energy provides many multiples of
stable career-oriented jobs instead of the short term minimum wage labor

the fossil fuel industry promotes.

This EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. | lived for 3 years and went to university 50 miles
from Lac-Megantic, Québec where in July 2013 a train spilled over 1.6
million gallons of crude from the US Bakkan oil fields, about SIXTY tanker
cars full, and murdered 47 people and destroyed half the downtown. What

would happen in Benicia?

At a time when wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever,
an oil train event could precipitate a holocaust and wipe Benicia off the
map, killing many of its inhabitants, especially children and the elderly who
are harder to evacuate and more susceptible to the chemical fumes of

such a conflagration.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Councif to NOT certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.

Valero should be investing in green energy and creating good jobs instead
of promulgating the destruction of our environment with infrastructure that
will be useless within a decade or s0, leading to industrial wastelands

across the state and country.

E-210




Los Ang

=

les, California 90042

E-211




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marian Cruz <marian.cruz2903@sbcglobal.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 7:20 AM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project
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Principal Planner, Benicia Communily Development Depariment Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offlcading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for cormmunities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “woulid be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies

o

ignificant and unavoidable” climat
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impacis
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the slale move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than sver, it is imperative we invaest

£

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respecifuily urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not ceriify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Marian Cruz
661 4th St
Hollistser, California 95023
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dennis Presson <dennispresson@comcast.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:24 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Mitlion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing (o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing cil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-214




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabie

that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
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to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we i invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of
peaple who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Dennis Presson
1580 Sacramento St Apt. C
San Francisco, California 94109-3899
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

sidney ramsden scott <sramsdenscott@hotmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:40 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed ofl frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoeidable impacts" that could devastate my

community,

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable™ climate impacts
that conflict with Californig’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed ofl train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

sidney ramsden scott
p.0.box 3963

carmel, California 93921
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rob Seltzer <rsscpa@earthlink.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 7:46 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Mitlion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
resuit in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
paople who will be impacied by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities fiving along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valerg's proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Rob Seltzer
18408 Clifflop Way
Malibu, California 90265
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anne Harvey <aharvey@ucsd.edu>
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:55 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Oy
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

My family and | are very worried over Valero's proposed oil train offloading
facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create several

"significant and unaveidable impacts" that could devastate my community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster couid
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflecits existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts

that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
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to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. Al a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this proiect live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oll train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Anne Harvey
3950 Arroyo Sorrento Road
San Diego, California 92130-2609
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shannon Leap <shannonleap@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:58 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's prbposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EiP; identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic foss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unaccepiable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it s imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communifies
of color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Shannon Leap
459 Hillside Lane
Santa Monica, California 90402
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

emanuela sala <emanuela.sala@fastwebnet.it>

Friday, September 25, 2015 7:59 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principat Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzens.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabia” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than aver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated

environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

emanuela sala
vig caviana 2

verano brianza, 20843
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tara Kamath <tarakamath@verizon.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:09 AM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departmeant Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| oppose Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According
to the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable

impacts” that could devastate my community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in {oxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination

of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project cannot be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move

to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
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are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

Analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who
will be impacted by this project live in EFA-designated environmental
justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of color.
Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in

communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Tara Kamath
1959 Cloverfield Blvd.
Santa Monica, California 90404
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ela Gotkowska <anandalodz@wp.pl>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:.09 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollufion for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québhec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabie” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

ror all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicla.
Sincerely,

Ela Gotkowska
gorkiego 91
16z, Woj. Lodzkie 92517
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joe Weis <jdkwww@hotmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:10 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
ars raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Joe Weis
1551 W Flora Ave
Reedley, California 93654-2742
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Janice Gloe <rainglo@msn.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:10 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” inciuding the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 680 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Janice Gloe
3100 Guido Street
Oakiand, California 94602
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Father William Connor <frwillconnor@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 8:12 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for ail of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than sver, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
peopie who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Father William Connor
2500 E 2nd St
Long Beach, California 90803
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michele Coakley <mygacky@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:18 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

o
L
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departiment Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars, Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 galions. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Michele Coakley
2154 Benita Drive, Apt. 3
Rancho Cordova, California 95670-2517
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Amanda Percy <afganistanda@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:07 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

{ am writing to express deep concern over Valerg's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pallution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Amanda Percy
1219 Chavez St.
Burbank, California 91506
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barbara Frances <veganbarb@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:05 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Barbara Frances
399 Carpenteria Road
Aromas, California 95004
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nancy Hiestand <nancya0624@aol.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 7:58 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving-this project will only add to a legacy of'environmenta!

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Nancy Hiestand
526 South Campus Way
Davis, California 95616
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Leslie Shapiro <artbylas@aol.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:06 AM
Amy Million |
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project L

: e
Poading

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Leslie Shapiro
765 Mesa View Dr #171
Arroyo Grande, California 93420
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cherie Connick <cconnick@aol.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 8:19 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yei-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the *worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
pecople who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Cherie Connick
100 Boyd's Way
Crescent City CA, California 95531
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

j angell <jangell@earthlink.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:24 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

jangell
ponderosa rd

rescue, California 95672
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marilyn Shepherd <marilynshepherd@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 8:24 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

fn addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Pianning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Marilyn Shepherd
PO Box 715
Trinidad, California 95570
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

carol banever <feeble@netzero.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 8:24 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

carol banever
944 no. martel ave.

los angeles, California 90046
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jacob Davis <jakejdavis@comcast.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 8:29 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

5x

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Miltion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jacob Davis
18464 Barrett Ave
Sonoma, California 95476-4206
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fran Watson <daherlover@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:32 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Oil trains are dangerous and destructive! | am writing to express deep
concern over Valero's profit seeking proposed oil train offloading facility in
Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create several "significant

and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gandns of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Fran Watson
9734 Jamacha Bivd
Spring Valley, California 81977
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Thomas Scott <tscott@rialto.k12.ca.us>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:35 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oii infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Thomas Scott
P.O. BOX 2677
Lake Arrowhead, California 92352
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Maria Nowicki <mnowicki45@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:40 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

fn addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Maria Nowicki
2324-14th Ave.

San Francisco, California CA
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bill Denneen <bdenneen25@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 8:51 AM

Amy Miflion

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Bill Denneen
Cielo Lane
Nipomo, California 93444
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mortimer Glasgal <mglasgal@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:05 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable"” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Mortimer Glasgal
1501 Santa Barbara St. Apt. &
Santa Barbara, California 93101
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

ruth valdez <ruthvald@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:07 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California'‘s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

ruth valdez
po box 2142
aptos, California 95001
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Roz goldstein <roz.goldstein@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:08 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Roz goldstein
125 corte anita

greenbrae, California 94904
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Amy Million

From: Melissa Flower <melissa.flower@sonic.net>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 9:08 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable"” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Melissa Flower
1600 3rd St Apt 308
San Rafael, California 94901
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lynette Ridder <captain_nerful@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:09 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Lynette Ridder
4822 Eagle Way
Concord, California 94521
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Janine Comrack <janine@ojaimail.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:09 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills, Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable"” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Janine Comrack
1070 Dominion Drive
Ojai, California 93023
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julene Lima <jujuba@mindspring.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:10 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

FLEE P Y
L9 I IR
U1 0% LI AN

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallions. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California‘s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Julene Lima
455 43rd St
Oakland, California 94609
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dan McCoy <dan.mccoy@westonsolutions.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:10 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

CO*

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Dan McCoy
5817 Dryden Place
Carlsbad, California 92008
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Amy Million

From: Margaret Murray <writewordspress@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 9:12 AM

To: Amy Million o
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project ¢ Lo 75 206 ’é

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Margaret Murray
995 Nob Hill Ave
Pinole,, California 94564
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Janet G Heinle <janetheinle@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:17 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
atong the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabie” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

[n addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Janet G Heinle
1047 Lincoin Bivd #7
Santa Monica, California 90403
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Exuardo Martinez <ezedmartin@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 9:19 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Exuardo Martinez
2030 Santa Clara St.
Richmond, California 94804
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

June Caminiti <jncaminiti@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:31 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and watverways‘This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

June Caminiti
26 Magnolia Ave.
San Anselmo, California 94960
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jennifer Derwingson <jen_derwingson@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 9:41 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jennifer Derwingson
1945 Rosalia Rd
Los Angeles, California 90027

54

E-289




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Virginia Soules <ginnygoldsoul@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 9:37 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Virginia Soules
1941 Alice St
Santa Cruz, California 95062
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cliff Johnson <gemsun9@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:43 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

3
o

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Cliff Johnson
801 Arnold Way Apt 308
Half Moon Bay, Colorado 94019-2386
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bruce McGraw <brca@cox.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:45 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Bruce McGraw
3624 Grim Ave.
San Diego, California 92104
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Glenn Ross <gienn@glennross.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:48 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 miliion gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designhated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Glenn Ross
PO Box 3807
Eureka, California 95502
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

K. Christensen <eponad@verizon.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 9:51 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several “significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

K. Christensen
5250 4th st.
Baldwin Park, California 91706
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jim Littlefield <scseasurfer@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:51 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jim Littlefield
410 Seacliff Drive
Aptos, CA, California 95003
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Andrea Fleiner <andrea@fleiner.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:52 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several ”signiﬁcant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greénhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add {o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Also, for the most part that refined oil is destined for export. So residents
living along the route, planned is that the trains go through some of the
densest populated areas in the state, are asked to carry all the risks for the

benefit of energy users abroad....
Sincerely, Andrea Fleiner

Andrea Fleiner
5780 Chandler Court
San Jose, California 95123
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lynne Olivier <lynneo2@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 9:55 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable"” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Lynne Olivier
3700 Garvin Ave
Richmond, California 94805
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jessica Hadden <jhadden@mail.sfsu.edu>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:00 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

71
E-306




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jessica Hadden
2681 79th Ave
Oakland, California 94605
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pat Blackwell-Marchant <patmarchant@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:01 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment con Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Pat Blackwell-Marchant
5737 Medallion Court
Castro Valley, California 94552-1708
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

H Thomson <rabbit9040@mypacks.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:01 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetiands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council fo not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

H Thomson
65 Pine Ave #102
Long Beach, California 90802
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

John Gasperoni <gaspo@!mi.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:06 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable"” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

John Gasperoni
1830 francisco
berkeley, California 94703-1313
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ellen Segal <videostreams@me.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:07 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumuiative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable™ climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Ellen Segal
1066 San Jacinto Way
Palm Springs, California 92262-5827

80

E-315




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

helen salyers <japaadm@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:.07 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

helen salyers
po box 630
mill valiey, California 94942
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Timothy Larkin <FlyBearSF@aol.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:09 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Timothy Larkin
1515 Sutter Street Apt. # 210
San Francisco, California 94109-5337
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jared Sacco <jsacco76@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:10 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-raii project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jared Sacco
1074 Dylan Ct.
Mckinleyville, California 95519
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Candace Batten <candace@kaimanlaw.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 10:11 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Candace Batten
2431 Altiman St
Los Angeles, California 90031
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yves Decargouet <countzerol00@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:12 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

falal
Gl

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Yves Decargouet
6824 Virginia Dr
Lucerne, California 95458-8502
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stephen Donato <stephendonato@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:14 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Stephen Donato
200 Riverside Ave.
Ben Lomond, California 95005

92

E-327




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

jan salas <jancsalas4@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:14 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhoUse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

jan salas
1735 46th Ave.
Capitola, California 95010
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Patricia McLaughlin <mcsable99@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:15 AM

Amy Miltion
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Patricia McLaughlin
430 Castano Ave
Pasadena, California 91107
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Amy Million

From: Claudia Wornum <claudiawornum@comcast.net>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 10:19 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miltion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Claudia Wornum
11780 Cranford Way
Qakland , California 94605
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Amy Million

From: Suzanne DJohnson <suzannedj3@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 10:20 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing {0 express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptabile increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several signiﬁcanf and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-desighated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Suzanne DJohnson
2121 Locust Ave
Long Beach, California 90806
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gail Roberts <igailroberts@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:25 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

o
ine

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

101

E-336




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Gail Roberts
pmb 70 PO Box A
Tecate, California 91980
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Maria Rausis <gmorts@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:27 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable"” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
{o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Maria Rausis
2380 Gabriel Ave.
Mountain View, California 94040
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michael Henderson <michaelhenderson@hotmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 10:28 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Michael Henderson
5352 Sisson Dr
Huntington Beach, California 92649
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

John Steponaitis <steponaj@takas.it>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:30 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

John Steponaitis
910 Geary 20
San Francisco, California 94108-7095
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rebecca Barker <opinion5000@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:31 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities ali along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOXx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable"” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Rebecca Barker
936 W. Foothill Bivd., Apt#9
Azusa, California 91702
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marinell Daniel <marinelldaniel@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 10:35 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Marinell Daniel
4070 La Colina Rd.
El Sobrante, California 94803
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jas Zajicek <iguitoz@me.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:38 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Jas Zajicek
383 Del Monte Dr
Rio Vista, California 94571
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paul McNeely <pmbenzer@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:39 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing fo express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil frain

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Paul McNeely
689 E. Ladera
Pasadena, California 91104

116
E-351




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joan Squires <jc.vegan@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 10:43 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Joan Squires
3825 Orange Way
Oceanside, California 92057-8309
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Monica DuClaud <duclaud@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:46 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

l am alarmed at Valero's proposed il train offloading facility in Benicia.
According to the EIR (and you know this very well), this project would
create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate
our communities and cause serious damage to the Bay and the families

and wildlife who call it home.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air irﬁpacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013‘spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Monica DuClaud
461 2nd St. #230

San Francisco, California 94107
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Broadwater <csi@thegrid.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:47 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
. of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

David Broadwater
6604 Portola Road
Atascadero, California 93422
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ted Fishman <ted10000@hotmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:48 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

g
L

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Ted Fishman
790 Villa Teresa Way
San Jose, California 85123
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Janet M. McClarren <jmmcclarren@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 10:53 AM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

I
24

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil {rain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could

result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination

.of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 ténker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
énvironmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Janet M. McClarren
6656 Pentz Rd. # 41
Paradise, California 95969
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Evan Jane Kriss <samesamejane@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:06 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Mitlion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Evan Jane Kriss
26 Cloud View Road
Sausalito , California 84965
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Georgia Kahn <georgiakahn@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 11:10 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project
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Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Georgia Kahn
2 Balra Dr
Novato, California 94947
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mitch Dalition <mitchdsf@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 11:10 AM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Mitch Dalition
350 Broderick Street #415

San Francisco, California 94117
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michelle Palladine <mpalladine@earthlink.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:10 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

“racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Michelle Palladine
471 E Tahquitz Canyon
Palm Springs, California 92262
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joseph Johnson <jackj@novadevelopment.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:12 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offfoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster couid
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable"” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Joseph Johnson
20994 Bandera Street
Woodland hills, California 91364
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tim Taylor <levireinald@icloud.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 11:17 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add fo a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Tim Taylor
2330 Camden Ave.
Los Angeles, California 90064
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Therese Ryan <mandm2872@earthlink.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:16 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenaric that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Therese Ryan
37310 36th. st. east
Palmdale, California 93550
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Daniel Adel <daring_volition@sbcglobal.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:18 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing {o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offioading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallbns of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Daniel Adel
681 Knight Drive
Benicia, California 94510
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

julie stinchcomb <juliestinchcomb@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:18 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California‘s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated ‘
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

julie stinchcomb
2025 starboard way
roseville, California 95678
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Amy Million

. From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nancy Fomenko <blingomarie@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 11:20 AM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that couid devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is inﬁperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Nancy Fomenko
7523 Deveron Court
San Jose, California 95135
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Diane Knight <knightdiane@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 11:24 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According o the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air ifnpacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Diane Knight
22801 Marlin PI
West Hills, California 81307
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kirk Lumpkin <kirk@twinberry.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 11:24 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Kirk Lumpkin
5505 Macdonald Avenue
El Cerrito, CA, California 94530
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Claire Chambers <csc2938@verizon.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:26 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

P GO

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased potlution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-desighated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Claire Chambers
38118 Calle Quedo
Murrieta, California 92563
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

James Corriere <jimcorriere@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 11:48 AM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster couid
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

James Corriere
1662 Main St
Brawley , California 92227
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Amy Million

From: Jeriene Walberg <jerienewalberg621@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 11:49 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tankerv
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jeriene Walberg
1025 Pilinut Court
Sunnyvale, California 94087-1824
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Craig Warren <craigwarren@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:02 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Craig Warren
2159 Trower Ave.
Napa, California 94558
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carolyn Pettis <ecokare2@yahoo.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:04 PM
Amy Million :
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project §
i

|
i :
Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Aﬁy

Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

} am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "signiﬁcant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carolyn Pettis
28625 Winterdale Drvie
Santa Clarita, California 91387
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ethan Buckner <claire.csb@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:06 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
fo an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

fn addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Ethan Buckner
5915 Telegraph Ave #3
Oakland, California 94608
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Karen Kirschling <kumasong@excite.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:04 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departm
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 miilion gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Karen Kirschiing
633 Oak
SF, California 94117
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Arlene Encell <arleneenc@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:07 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

i

:
oo
V.
L

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add {o a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Arlene Encell
2535 Armacost Ave.
Los Angeles, California CA
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

sundae shields <sndlsktty@verizon.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:09 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

!
|
Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amgo

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According o the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

sundae shields
289 riverpark
oxnard, California 93036
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lyn Younger <ekcbsnan@yahoo.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:15 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's propesed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfuily urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Lyn Younger
4831 Lyric Lane
San Jose, California 95111
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carlos Contreras <contre2@juno.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:12 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carlos Contreras
5008 Country Club Dr.
Rohnert Park, Colorado Ca 94928
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Victoria Miller <vemiller@earthlink.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:16 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Victoria Miller
15857 Moorpark Street
Encino, California 91436
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Leo Mara <ProVega350@GMail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:22 PM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Leo Mara
978 Roxanne St.
Livermore, California 94550-3525
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Martin Baclija <martinacb@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:22 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Martin Baclija
82544 Yuba River Ct.
Indio, California 92203
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ms Michaell Allen <real_sur_real@hotmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:25 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my
community. Benicia is a lovely little town, on a lovely part of the Bay area
waterways, which | enjoy visiting. Do not destroy it with Bomb Trains that

should not be allowed on any tracks anywhere!

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker

cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
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data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Ms Michaell Allen
PO Box 1004
Petaluma, California 94953
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pamela Scott <pamrick@got.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 12:31 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,

or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Pamela Scott
167 Teith Dr
Boulder Creek, California 85006
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Helene Whitson <helenewhitson@comcast.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:33 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenaric analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Helene Whitson
1824 Arch Street
Berkeley, California 94709
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pamela Rhodes <rhodes4764@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:06 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Pamela Rhodes
3011 Corona Dr.
Davis, California 95616
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carol Warren <kaymoorsmum@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:10 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

f am writing to express deep concern over Valerg's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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I live with 75 other seniors in an apartment complex perhaps fifty yards
from the railroad tracks in Dixon. There is an elementary school a block
away. If an accident were to occur, we would all certainly be killed in a

horrible way. | do not wish to be "collateral damage" so that others can

make a larger profit.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carol Warren
211 ED St
Dixon, California 95620
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Laura Overmann <overmann@earthlink.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:23 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate the

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also totally

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project cannot be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Laura Overmann
508 El Camino Real #4
Burlingame, California 94010-5141
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sharon Mullane <smullane@gmx.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:23 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 80 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Sharon Mullane
4084 Redwood Ave. #4
Los Angeles, California 90066
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Louise McGuire <lamcg@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:25 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Miftion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacis
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Louise McGuire
3706 Los flores Ave
Concord, California 84519
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anita Coolidge <anita@angelbase.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:26 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accuyrate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Anita Coolidge
1327 Caminito Septimo
Cardiff, California 92007
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mha Atma S. Khalsa <earthactionnetwork@earthlink.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:24 PM

Amy Million

My comments: Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to expresAs a U.S. citizen and taxpayer and a lifetime
California resident and voter, | am very deeply concerned over Valero's
proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this
project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that

could devastate my community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, expiosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice commuhities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Mha Atma S. Khalsa
1536 S Crest Dr.
Los Angeles, California 90035-3314
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dwight Barry <2015barry@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:00 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Dwight Barry
3185 Contra Loma Blvd #201-A
Antioch, California 84509
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Corrie Ellis <corrieellis@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 1:56 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This lfevel of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated L.ac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-desighated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Corrie Ellis
714 Gayley Walk #103
Goleta, California 93117
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mario Salgado <msaddemar@hotmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:03 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Miltion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavcidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Mario Salgado
1382 N Schooner LLn
Anaheim, California 92801
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sylvia Hopkins <sylviahopkins321@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:18 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Sylvia Hopkins
114 W Bissell Ave
Richmond, California 84801
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lisabette Brinkman <brinkstock@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:16 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train
terminal in Benicia. Please hear our call: no dangerous oil trains in Benicia,

or anywhere in California.
Sincerely,

Lisabette Brinkman
308 E. Anapamu St.
Santa Barbara, California 93101
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rev. J. Patrick Kelly <pkelly@surewest.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:20 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,

Rev. J. Patrick Kelly
2417 50th Street

Sacramento, California 95817
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Deborah Santone <djsantone@comcast.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:29 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Aniy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenarib that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California’s existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Deborah Santone
2963 Dorothy Drive
Pleasant Hill, California 84523
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Edward F Styborski <efstyborski@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:31 PM
Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOXx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Edward F Styborski
1494 Versailles Dr
Palm Springs, California 92264-5078
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Amy Million

From: David Grothey <djgrothey@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 1:17 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departiment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case" scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
David Grothey

1869 Scenic View Place
Alpine, California 91901

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2gA/kLwXAA/t. 1gg/axavmgoJTellQHG-aBGWTA/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Miranda Leiva <MWolfL@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 12:27 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and confamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EP A-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectifully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Miranda Leiva

4950 Coldwater Canyon
Sherman Qaks, California 91423

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3gA/kLWXAA/T.1qq/qUc06NRAQcGxeEitdXHzMQ/ o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Dennis Peters <dgpent@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 1:28 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Communily Development Department Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains intfo Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rait route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EP A-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail roufes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Dennis Peters

699 Avocet Way
Arroyo Grande, Cdlifornia 93420

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/4wA/kLwXAA/t. 1qq/OZeh0skvSWWO JbOEEZp? JQ/ 0.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Arlene Baker <baker_eliz@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 1:28 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air pollution for communities ali along
the rait route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainiine "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EP A-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectifully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Arlene Baker

2324 Blake St.
Berkeley, California 94704

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/1 QA/kKLWXAA/t. 1qg/WoMSOIBSRLC8vGBTuyOPFw/0.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Jane August <janeaugust100@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 2:05 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offlcading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According fo the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California's existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, andlysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commiission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil irain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Jane August

Pob 666
Topanga, California 90290

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3QA/KLWXAA/1.1gq/3DhiOZBXSd-seKo7akNGEA/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: nancy riggleman <yellow93667 @yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 2:02 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several 'significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumuldaiive risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant oss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR dalso assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identfifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EP A-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
nancy riggleman

25136 tollhouse rd
tollhouse, Colorado 936667

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/6gA/KLwXAA/T.1ga/LLaPO1JGTXgvSLiSg4j19w/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Christopher Stevens <cstevens74@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 2:11 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

{ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavoidable airimpacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living aiong the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Pianning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil irain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Christopher Stevens

4387 Rigel Ave
Lompoc, Cdlifornia 93436

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/OwA/kLwXAA /. 1gq/nHprfolbkR2jPZOAgS6IDQ/0.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Victor L Lawrence <lawrencevm®@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 2:14 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Mitlion,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll frain offltoading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identfifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case' scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised ER identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrasfructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of pecople who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to ¢ legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council fo not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Victor L Lawrence

2612 callle abedul
Thousand Oaks, California 91360

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3wA/kLwXAA/T.1qa/QIWIHIPXSEKzZbQZnNzksKw/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Susan Oldershaw <lottydah2002@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 2:26 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

F am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR idenfifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Susan Oldershaw

770 Prospect Ave
Oakland, Cdlifornia 94610

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/4wA/KLwXAA/1.19a/6bMA4SSSIR-XyFSjiXcyZg/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Patrick McIntosh <mysterydafan@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 2:27 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable airimpacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According 1o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainfine "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptabile.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case™ scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spilis. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EP A-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Patrick Mcintosh

2543 1/2 Mesa Drive
Oceaside CA, Cdlifornia 92054-3712

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2AA/KLwWXAA/t. 1aq/o3pUEId_S8CLNSXx? 1KYrQ/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Joan Sitnick <joansitnick@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 2:30 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing fo express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spilt of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate low mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Joan Sitnick

16974 Escalon Dr.
Encino, California 91436

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/6AA/KLWXAA/T.1gq/w2MiTIOMSIMNANEYONBAYQ/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

joe dadgari <dadgarijm@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:36 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Mittion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-461




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

joe dadgari
po box 492205
los angeles, California 90049
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Philip Johnston <pwjohn®@ucsc.edu>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:37 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-desighated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Philip Johnston
10 Carriage Lane
Scotts Valley, California 95066-4700
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michael Karsh <michael_karsh@earthlink.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:40 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Michael Karsh
275 Brady Ct.
Martinez, California 94553
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Christina Nillo <seamusminnie@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:50 PM
Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oll trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Christina Nillo
728 N. Doheny Drive
W.Hollywood, California 90069
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mary Edwards <medwards16@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:52 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Mary Edwards
2690 Mack Way
Woodland, California 95776
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tina Ann <8tinaann@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:05 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oif train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Tina Ann
p.0. box 265
Bolinas CA, Texas 94924-0265
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Marble <psquid@msn.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:05 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Linda Marble
223 Aurora St
Stockton, California 95202
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tim Brellow <timbrellownetzero.net@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:05 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Meégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental jusﬁce communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Tim Brellow
PO box 855
Guerneville, California 95446
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jon Anderholm <xunbio@hotmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:07 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Miltion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According fo the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jon Anderholm
1600 Niestrath Road
Cazadero, California 95421
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Amy Million

From: Jill Cody <codyassoc@mac.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 3:09 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

You've got to be kidding? Who bought you?

Jilt Cody
1065 Via Tornasol
Aptos, California 95003
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dennis Young <photodennis44@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:08 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I 'am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Dennis Young
355 Boeker Ave.
Shell Beach, Ca., 93449, California 93448
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Amy Million

From: Lucy Horwitz <lucyhorwitz@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 3:06 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oit frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identfifies several significant and unavoidable airimpacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulafive risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant oss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galtons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addifion, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Lucy Horwiiz

410 S. Barrington
LA, California 90049

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/5gA/KIwXAA/T.1qq/xhOEIBaeRwalrOJyXDfD4g/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Elizabeth Guise <elizguise@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 3.07 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According 1o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "“would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic toss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gailons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commiission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Elizabeth Guise

8300 Manitoba Street
Playa del Rey, Cdiifornia 90293

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/OwA/kLwXAA/t. 1qga/mHaO7p-wTtecsIJCWYolVg/o.gif>

E-483




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barbara Burgess <salukimom®@ymail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:10 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.

E-484




The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

" in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Barbara Burgess
2064 Lernhart Street
Napa, California 94559-4441
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carol Mone <cemone@reninet.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:15 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate the

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case™ scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carol Mone
Box 223
Trinidad, California 85570
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jim Petkiewicz <peckos@me.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:18 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addifion, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

Far all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jim Petkiewicz
916 Wren Drive
San Jose, California 95125
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barbara Kennedy <bkenn202@att.net>
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:21 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOXx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Barbara Kennedy
P.0O. Box 29, 202 Lum Street
Weott, California 95571
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Amy Million

From: Robert Forsythe <forsitel@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 3:20 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Communily Development Department Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EP A-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Robert Forsythe

3351 Princeton Way
Santa Clara, California 95051

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3QA/KLWXAA/t. 1qq/Z_Rwsv-xS_iartdoxK3vnA/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Courtney Gartin <cgartin_21@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 3:18 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all clong
the rail route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOXx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that confiict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast magjority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail roufes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicic.

Sincerely,
Courtney Gartin

1143 Trevino Terrace
San Jose, California 95120

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3gA/kLwXAA/t. 1qq/-MzfskrrSICsSIU4ENg3rA/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

anne veraldi <anneveraldi@hotmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:21 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Miltion,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur’dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

anne veraldi
21 lapidge
sf, California 94110
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Margaret T.M. Petkiewicz <margarita.p830@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:23 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

[t
5.4

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Margaret T.M. Petkiewicz
916 Wren Drive
San Jose, California 85125
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

celia scott <twinks2@cruzio.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:29 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainiine “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also éssumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmential

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

celia scott
1520 Escalona Drive
Santa Cruz, CA, California 95060
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Christine Anderson <chris@lafmore.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:31 PM

Amy Mitlion

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy..&

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’'s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Christine Anderson
1507 Purson Lane
Lafayette, California 94549

E-501




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marsha Jarvis <marshajll@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:32 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Departmer A
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOXx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” inciuding the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Marsha Jarvis
512 Kenmare Ct
Pinole, California 94564
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jane DalPino <idajane@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:46 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

A

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfuily urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jane DalPino
6 Navajo Ln
Corte Madera, CA, California 94925
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Amy Million

From: Amber Tidwell <etoile90230@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 3:37 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valerc crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

i am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the ER, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-ferm economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised ER identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California's existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrasfructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EP A-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Amber Tidwell

2420 1/2 N Beachwood Dr
Los Angeles, California 90068

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2wA/kLwXAA/t 1qq/7iYqd5IXTuaA3NLSI3XOpQ/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

april ewaskey <antiki.blue@verizon.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:52 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air poliution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

april ewaskey
pob 92674
fong beach , California 90809-2674
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Ross <davidthewhalewatcher@gmail.com>
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:57 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offtoading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts"” that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed ail train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

David Ross
235 Mountainview Ave
Santa Cruz, California 95062
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jennifer Toth <toes2toes2011@att.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:55 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies sevéra! significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Qu‘ébec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Jennifer Toth
19842 Holly Drive
Santa Clarita, California 91350
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carlos Nunez <cnunez001@ca.rr.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 3:57 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

%
i~
e

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Aty
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add fo a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Carlos Nunez
18009 Victory Bivd
Reseda, California 91335-6421
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gary Beckerman <rocksnfr@comcast.net>

Friday, September 25, 2015 4:04 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Gary Beckerman
3584 Pine Street
Santa Ynez, California 93460
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Amy Million

From: MARI DOMING <tweetymrsi@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 4:04 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

i am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air pollution for communities alf along
the rail route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the nof-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EiR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unaveidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain ferminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
MARI DOMING

7840 Gilmore Rd
Linden, California 95236

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/é6gA/kLwXAA/t. Tga/MZuurDobQimHyRifNp43Lg/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cathie Serletic <siriusmedicine@yahoo.coom>
Friday, September 25, 2015 4:06 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-desighated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Cathie Serletic
990 Geary St. #401
SanFrancisco, California 94109

E-519




Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Josh Sonnenfeld <josh.sonnenfeld@sierraclub.org>
Friday, September 25, 2015 4:06 PM

Amy Million

RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways. This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Josh Sonnenfeld
1424 Hampel St., Apt 4
Qakland, California 94602
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Amy Million

From: Nadya Tichman <nadyatichman@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 4:07 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy

Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.,

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Nadya Tichman
1789 Leimert Bivd.
Oakland, California 94602
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Amy Million

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Janet Weil <janetweill3@gmail.com>

Friday, September 25, 2015 4:07 PM

Amy Million
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy
Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train
offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my

community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic
air pollution for communities all along the rail route and near the refinery.
The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from
toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx,

sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumuiative risk of spills, explosions, and fires
along the UPRR mainline “would be significant for all of the tank car
designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could
result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination
of our precious wetlands and waterways.This level of risk is also

unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars,
or about 240,000 gallons. The train that incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec
in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker
cars. The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing
data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis,

this project can not be approved.
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The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable" climate impacts
that conflict with California's existing climate law mandating the state move
to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires
are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest

in safe, clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of
people who will be impacted by this project live in EPA-designated
environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities
of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental

racism in communities living along the rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and
City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero’s proposed oil train

terminal in Benicia.
Sincerely,

Janet Weil
1393 Grove Way
Concord, California 94518
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Amx Million
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From: Scott MacKeon <mackeonf@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2015 11:37 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create severdl 'significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community,

Bringing off frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavcidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could resuit in
significant loss of fife, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
ievel of risk s also unaccepiable.

The BER also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 4D tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflecis existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that condlict with California’s existing
climate low mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At g time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperaiive we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastruciure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majerity of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmenial justice communities - primanily low-income and communities of
color, Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes,

For al these reasons, | respectfully urge the Plonning Commission and City Council {o not certily this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia,

Sincerely,
Scolt MacKeon

27049 Porismouth Ave
Hayward, Ca,, Californic 94545

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2gA/kLwXAA/ . Tqu/ndWBVRAOTSé6Ke JLgZenfuA/o.gif>
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Amy Million

B, PRI T
From: Antoinette Ambrosio <tambrosiol23@yahoo.com:>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2015 10:54 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol train offfoading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all aiong
the rail route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavoidable airimpacis from toxing
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, suliur dioxide, PM 2.5, and berzene.

According fo the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “"would be
significant for all of the tank caor designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of ife, long-term economic ioss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significont and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme ofl infrastructure.

In addition, anailysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project five in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rait routes.,

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valerc's proposed oil rain terminal in Benicia,

Sincerely,
Arntfoinette Ambrosio

225 Hermosa ave.
Long Beach, California 90802

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/4QATKLwWXAA /L. Tqu/dwiSlorgThWB42Rq6YyeWA /o .gif>
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Amy Million
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From: Marisa Strange <strange523@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2015 9:46 PM
To: Army Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am wiiting 1o express deep concern over Yalero's proposed oil frain offioading facility in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
communily.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communifies all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According o the ER, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” inciuding the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spils. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmenta racism in cormmunities living along the
raifl routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certify ihis EIR and
reject Valero's proposed ol frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely.
Marisa Strange

3124 E. 1sf Street
Long Beach, California 90803

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2wAkIwXAA /T 1qu/r5i2hv I KQPEYDL_IKP-Q/o.gif>
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From: amjed manasrah <amjedmanasrah@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2015 10:36 AM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am wiiting to express deep concemn over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacis from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According fo the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainiine "would be
significant for alfl of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could resuit in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contarmination of our precious wettands and waterways. This
tevel of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is o spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Méganiic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gollons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate low mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oit infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communiiies of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes,

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed ol frain terminal in Benicia,

Sincerely,
amjed manasrah

18434 Lakepointe Dr.
Riverside, California 92503

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ 1 QA/KLWXAA/E TGH/IRDIIFNRYY88IZint GG2A /0. gif>
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From: Pat Toth-smith <pattothsmith@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2015 10:15 AM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's proposed off frain offioading facility in Benicia, According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oll trains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacis from foxins
-and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene,

According o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spifls, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
sighificant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious weilands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable,

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised ER identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California's existing
climate law mandating the stote move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
witdfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communifies of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Councit to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oit frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Pat Toth-smith

315 west K st
Benicia, Cadiifornia 94510

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2 AA/KIWXAA/L TG/ ASHAHMaQmMSAhzTzeKza8A /0.gif>
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From: marjorie xavier <marjorie618@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2015 %18 AM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Millicon,

L am writing to express deep concem over Valero's proposed ol train offloading faciiity in Benicia. According o
the BIR, this project would create several significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poflution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “wouid be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant foss of fife, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable, ’

The EIR dlso assumes the "worst case"” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with Califomid’s existing
climate low mandating the state move 1o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought s more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oll infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council fo not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed ofl train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
marjorie xavier

3252 guillermo place
hayward, California 94542

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/SAASKLwWXAA /T TGt/ SINXO0QO2tz7 NwR-KEFQ /o gif>
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From: Jessica Aldridge <Jessa05@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2015 12:37 AM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing fo express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unaveidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil irains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-buili DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gations of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR ideniifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacied by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving fhis project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes,

For alt these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Councit to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Jessica Aldridge

PO Box 10842
Burbank, California 91510

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/4QAKLWXAA /. 1QHiIAXQ35T0SsGQDGIRIAIERA /0. gif>
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From: Cynthia McMath <cynmem@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, Septemnber 27, 2015 7:58 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing 1o express deep concem over Valero's proposed ol train offloading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
cemmunity,

Bringing oil trains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all aiong
the rait route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for afl of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contaminatfion of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable,

The EIR adlso assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gafions. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gatlons of crude, or about 40 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflecis existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California's existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme ofl infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of

color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rait routes.

For all these reasons, | respectivily urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not cerfify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia,

Sincerely,
Cynthia McMaih

12350 Anderson Valley Way
Boonville, Texas 75145

<hftp://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/6gA/kLwXAA/. 1at/Bu3LXadQReyFzPPés4WC4g/o.gif>
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From: Sarah McCoy <sarahimccoy@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 7:15 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Pubiic comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

tam writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol frain offftoading facility in Benicia. According fo
the ER, this project would create several 'significant and unavoidable impacts” that couid devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic dir pollution for communifies alf along
fhe rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, suifur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
stgnificant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is aiso unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case" scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quéebec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoeidable” climate impacts that conidlict with Colifornia’s existing
climate low mandating the state move o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it s imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacied by his
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes,

For dif these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reiect Vaero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Sarch McCoy

233 Valley Street
San Francisco , California 94133

<hiip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3gA/kiwXAAL TQ/R_1B69pbSTWFavKEMmM?Pkg/o.gif>
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From: Marilyn Chilcote <Marilyn.Chilcote@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 5:19 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

{ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ail frain offloading faciiity in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oit trains into Benicia will create unaccepiable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR ideniifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinegens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the BR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "weuld be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant oss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precicus wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR ciso assumes the “waorst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing dota on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate low mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census dala demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project five in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving fhis project will only add to a legacy of environmentdl racism in communities living atong the
rail routes. '

For ait these reasons, | respectiully urge the Pianning Commission and City Council 1o not certity this EIR and
reiect Valero's proposed off frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Marilyn Chilcote

330 Parkview Ter.
Oakland, California 94610

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/4wA S KLwXAA /T Tal/LOD7FDNGLIefKEDh 57X Itw/ 0. gif>
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From: melanie watson <mctw925911@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 4:59 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs, Miltion,

| am writing to express deep concern over Vaero's proposad oil frain officading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR. this project would create several “significant and unavoidabie impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the raif route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant ond unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainfine "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the notf-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could resuit in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of cur precicus wetlands and waterways.This
tlevel of risk is ciso unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is o spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 60 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

the revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move fo an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addilfion, analysis of census data demonsiraies that a vast majorily of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.,

For dil these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oif train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
melanie watson

29190 stonewood road #30
temecuiq, Cdliforniq 92591-3793

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2AA/KLWXAA Tasfhy?xiSivTPgzaSHldctmw/o.gif>
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From: KJ Linarez <kjlinarez@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 441 PM
To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy Million, |

Dear Mrs, Million,

tam writing to express deep concem over Valero's proposed ol frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the ER, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oll frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communifies all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies severdl significant and unavoidable air impacis from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumuldtive risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious weilands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unaccepitable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is o spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflecis existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable™ climate impacts that conflict with California's existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, i is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme olf infrastructure.

tn addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated envirenmental justice communilies - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rafl routes.

For all these reasons, | respecifully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia,

Sincerely,
Kl tinarez

5249 Manzanifa
Carmichael, CA , California 95608

<htp://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3wAfkLwXAA/ 1 gs/3QbU-T1IMSyu-NaYRRacVGA/fo.gif>
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From: Doris Eckel <dorisnettereckel@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 12:21 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

F am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains info Benicia will create unaccepitable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
ihe rafl route and near the refinery. The BIR identifies severadl significant and unavoidabie air impacts rom toxins
ard known carcinogens including increased polluiion from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the fank car designs,” including the nolet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant toss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of cur precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable,

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is o spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Queébec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 miliion gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume o worst case scenario that reftects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenatio analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies “significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California's existing
climate low maondating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extrerme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designaied environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project wili only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council fo not certify this EIR and
reject Valero’s proposed cil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Dortis Eckel

2924 Jacaranda way
Hemet. CA , Cdalifornia 92545

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ TwA fkLwX AA T 1 gs/ip YKESTUQU-PDGoye-KONG/o.gif>

14
E-538



Amy Million

From: LisAnne Becotte <ibecotte@yahoo.coms>

Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 1146 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Devetopment Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Millior,

 am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ofl frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities ali along
the roil route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for ail of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case" scenatrio is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 60 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spilis. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies “significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that confiict with California’s exisiing
climate low mondating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrasiruciure.

fn addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmenial justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to ¢ legacy of environmental racism in communitias living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Volero's proposed off frain ferminal in Benicia.

What is your proposal to combat the harm to Nature?

Sincerely,

Lisanne Becotte

518 Starlight LN
Arroyo Grande, California 93420

<http://click actionnetwork.org/mpss/of2QAKLwWXAA /1.1 gs/SK-Ud9yESVIY_4MVeMipiw/o.gif>
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Amy Million
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From: Dolores Cohenour <doloresviola@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 11:15 AM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs, Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According fo
the HR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil irains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air pellution for communities alf along
the raill rcuie and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene,

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant {or all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such q disaster could result in
significant loss of fife, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of & tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec in July 2013 spilted over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacis that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At ¢ fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For aif these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Vaiero's proposed ol train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Dolores Cohenour

3023 Alcott Street
San Diego, California 92106

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/4QAKLwWXAA/L 1as/e 1 4iogbTQvauY7YC-dNyEA /0. gif>
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From: Jerry kckel <jerryeckei@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 7:31 AM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Miliion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing fo express deep concern over Vatero's proposed oll frain offloading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EiR, this proiect would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
comimunity.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia wili create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities il along
the rail rovie and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable dir impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poitution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According 1o the KR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such ¢ disaster could result in
significant loss of iife, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
levet of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR dlso assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 fanker cars, or alzout 240,000 gallens. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about &0 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume o worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spifls. Without an accuraie worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California's existing
climate law mandating the siate move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oll infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily iow-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes,

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oll frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Jerry Eckel

12454 Marva Ave
Granada Hills, California 91344

<htip://click.aclionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ TAA/KLWXAA/ 1gs/gf AkWevPQXy3beiznxkgeQ/o.gif>
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s R i i
From: Jorge De Cecco <bndass@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2015 1.51 AM
To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing 1o express deep concern over Vaiero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts' that could devastate my
community,

Bringing oif frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities alt atong
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable dir impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explasions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for aif of the tank car designs,” including the not-yat-buili DOT-117 cars. Such g disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
tevel of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario 15 a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons, The frain that
incinerated tac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without on accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR ideniifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate low mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wiidfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrostructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demeonstrates thal a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmenial justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will anly add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain ferminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Jorge De Cecco

705 North State Sireet # 268
{kiah, Cdlifornic 95482

<htip://click.aclionnetwork.org/mpss/o/OwA/kLwX AA /. 1as/I5yFaT1NGQS&Idk8LDIgTsUA o .gif>
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Amy Million

From: Tanya Rincon <trueZyouandme@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 10:57 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this proiect would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR ideniifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poltution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions. and fires aleng the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and confamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR aiso assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galtons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR ideniifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and comrunities of
color. Approving this project will only add to o legacy of environmental racism in communities fiving along the
rafl routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not cerlify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminat in Benicla.,

Sincerely,
Tanya Rincon

4 robin hifl lane
taguna hills, Calfornia 92653

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/6 AAKLWXAA T 1 Qs/ke-ADp2GES-GAFeG3sPcjAw/ o .gif>
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Amy Million
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From: Beatriz Pallanes <ez2beawith@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 9:20 PM
To: Amy Mitlion
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million.

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol frain offloading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastaie my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will creqie unacceptable increases in foxic air poliution for communities all along
the raif route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for aft of the tank car designs,” inciuding the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant foss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precicus wetlands and waterways. This
tevel of risk is also unacceptabie.

The EiR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gdlions of crude, or about 60 tanker cars,
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills, Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
witdlfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
tharn extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmenial racism in communities living along the
rait routes.

For all these reasoens, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify ihis EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oit frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Beatriz Pallanes

2514 W. lingan tn.
Sania Ana, Cdiifornia 92704-3131

<http://click.aclionnetwork org/mpss/o/4gA/kLwXAA /1 gs/Z6HIRD_TIOneAjlLsh5Q7Q/o.gif>
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From: Diane Lamont <dnlamo@®yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 6:38 PM
To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam wriling to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol train offloading facility in Benicia, According 1o
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oit trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for ali of the tank car designs,” including the nof-yei-built DOT-117 cars. Such ¢ disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions. The train that
incinerated Lac-Méganlic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galtons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario anatysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oit infrastructure.

in addifion, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For cit these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council o not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed ofl frain ferminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Dicane Lamont

11922 Tennessee Ave,
Los Angeles, California 20064

<pitp://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/of dwA/KLwXAA /T Tgs/DWAPZpWeS32-hDvVuoSBGQ/o.gif>
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From: Tara Veino <tara_veino@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 3:02 PM
To: Army Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Pianner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia, According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devasiate my
community.

Bringing oil irains into Benicia wilt create unaccepiable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoeidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spiils, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainling “would be
significant for all of the tank cor designs,” ncluding the not-yel-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and woterways.This
tevel of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions. The train that
incinercted Lac-Megantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenaric that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme ofl infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census dala demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
wroject live in EPA-designated environmenial justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rait routes.

For alt these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Councll to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain ferminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Tara Veino

1325 Pacific Highway Unit 108
San Diego, California 92101

<htip://click. aclionnetwork.org/mpss/o/OwWA fkLWXAA T T ar IK_AaxCXSTWC_nFRXz5ZIA /o gif>

22
E-546



Amy Million
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From: Katherine Calvert <ikimcalvert@aol.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 3:.00 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valerc crude-by-rall project

i
!

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million, %
[ e

Dear Mrs, Million,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offltoading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidabte impacis” that could devostate my
community.

Bringing il trains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air poltution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies severat significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased polluiion from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank cor designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant foss of lite, long-ferm economic loss, and contamination of cur precious wetlands ond waterways.This
fevel of risk is also unaccepiable.

The EiR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is o spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume o worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate low mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
witdfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, i is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that o vast majorily of people who will be impacted by this
proiect live in EPA-designated environmenial justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities fiving along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectifully urge the Planning Commission and City Council o not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oit frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Katherine Calvert

1204 Talbot Avenue
Berkeley, California 94706

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/of SAAKLWXAA/T Tar/LWKzZkp3IQGGIBO604WWWIA /0. .gif>
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From: Tanya Salof <tanyasalof@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 2:46 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Deparfment Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing 10 express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
the rait route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacis from toxins
and known carcinegens including increased pollution from NQOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainiine “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could resutt in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands ond waterways.This
level of risk is also unaccepiable,

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Megantic, Quebec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume o worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenano analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At o time when
wildfires are raging and the drought s more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure,

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primcrily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail roufes.

for ail these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council o not certify this £IR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminat in Benicio.

Sincerely,
Tanya Salof

3051 Doolittle
Arcadia , Caiifornia 91006

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/of4dAATKLWXAA /1 arf QKHK créPTeSiké JIEdkXOA fo.gif>
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From: Elizabeth Lasensky <elasensky@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 1:29 PM
To: Amy Miltion

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicio Community Development Depariment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

fiive in the up-rail community of Davis, CA. | am writing to express deep concern over Vaiero's proposed oil
frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create several "significant and
unavoidable impacts” that could devasiate my communily and pofentially other communities from the point
of origin of the trains to the terminus.

The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins and known carcinogens including
increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the ER, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such o disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and woterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The: EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabie” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in sale, clean energy rather
than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, andlysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people whe will be impacted by this
project five in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respecifully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Vaiero's proposed oil train terminat in Benicia,

Sincerely,
Elizabeih Lasensky

187 Full Circle
Davis, California 95618

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/of2QA/kLwXAA /T 1 gr/ESséjaWaSOangOS4gRXAHQ/ 0.gif>

25
E-549



Amy Million

From: Elizabeth Vega <evegaS6@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 1:28 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valerc crude-by-rail project

Principal Pianner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

t am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community,

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unaccepiable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies severdl significant and unavoidable oir impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According fo the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for afl of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant foss of life, long-term economic loss, and comntamination of our precious wetlands and waterways, This
level of risk is also unacceptable,

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is o spill of 8 fanker cars, or about 240,000 galions, The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills, Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR ideniifies "significant and unavoidable™ climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the staie move 10 an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
witdfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperalive we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communifies of
color. Approving this project will only add 10 a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasorns, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Councit to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oll tfrain terminat in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Eliizabeth Vega

209 Hummingbird Ct
Healdsburg, California 95448

<http://click.actionnetwork.crg/mipss/o/ SQAKLWXAA T 1gr/honkHeq1SIOGIHqe8B 1 QhA/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Susan Goldberg <sgoldb5785@aoi.com>

Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 12:38 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero ¢rude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol train offloading faciiity in Benicia, According o
the EIR, this project would create several significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil rains info Benicia wilt create unaccepiable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of fife, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious weflands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable,

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars. or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurale worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the stale move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a time when
wildfires are raging ond the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme off infrastruciure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of peopie who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-desighated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
cotor. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For ali these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certily this EIR and
reject Vdlero's proposed oil train ferminal in Benicia,

Sincerely,
Susan Goldberg

14609 Arbor Dr.
Glendale, California 21202

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ T AA/KLwXAA S T grfedn-uCWMSBC06ahPbNOyhA/o.gif>
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Amy Million

i
From: pamela rogers <rogerspamela6969@yahoco.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 12:.07 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing o express deep concern over Vaero's proposed ol frain offioading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my
community,

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air poliution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According 1o the LIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainiine “would be
significant for all of the fank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disasier could result in
significant loss of life, long-ferm economic loss, and contamination of cur precicus wetlonds and waierways. This
ievel of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gailons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spiled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 80 fanker cars.
The BEIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scendrio analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies significant and unavoidable” climate impacits that conflict with California’s existing
clirmate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmentat racism in communities living along the
raiit routes,

For all these reasons, 1 respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certify this £IR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
pameld rogers

10015 Alondra Blvd
Beliflower, California 20706

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ 1gATkLwXAA/M L ar/iFTbVTY0S5G2MnRanbsimg/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Jjerry persky <jpersky48@aol.com>

Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 11:53 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Beniciao Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

 armn writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed il frain offloading facility in Benicic. According to
the EIR, this project would credate several 'significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unaccepiable increases in foxic air pollution for communities ail along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR ideniifies severatl significant and unavoidable air impacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainling “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of fife, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spilt of 8 fanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude. or about 60 fanker cars,
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing dota on recent spills, Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate low mandating the state move 1o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a fime when
witdlfires are raging and the droughi is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstraies that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communitias of
color. Approving this project will only add o a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes,

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certify this EIR and
reject Valere's proposed ol rain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
jeny persky

859 princeton street
santq monica, California 90403-2217

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/égAfkiwXAA/ gr/RGBIwAVLGBmMam4TgvG eV A/ o.gif>
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Amz iillion

From: Alicia Jackson <lametreza@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 10:07 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valerc crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Deparfment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's propaosed ol irain offloading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oif trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
the raif route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidabie air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene,

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “wouid be
significant for all of the fank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant toss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
tevel of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenaria is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions, The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accuraie worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate low mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addifion, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
raif routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Councit to not certity this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Alicia Jackson

401 Goheen Circle
Vallejo, California 94591

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/égA/kbwXAA Tar/_ol3NFmkToO_BlUuSwWWIQ/o.gif>
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Amy Million

SR S
From: Robert Burk <bobbajo@aol.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 9:40 AM
To: Amy Million
Subjeci: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principat Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

t am writing to express deep concem over Valero's proposed cil irain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will creale unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and bernzene.

According 1o the EIR, the cumuiative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR rmainline “would be
significant for off of the fank car designs,” including the notyet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant ioss of life, long-term economic toss, and contamination of our precious wetiands and waterways.This
ievel of risk is also unacceptabie.

The EiR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 fanker cars, or about 240,000 galions, The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Quebec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gations of crude, or about 40 tanker cars,
The ER must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing dala on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project con not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move 1o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme ofl infrastructure.

tn addition, analysis of census data dernonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarly low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
raiil routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council fo not certify this EIR and
reject Valere's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Robert Burk

411 Woodruff Ave,
Los Angeles, California 90024

<mtp://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ 1gA/KLwXAA M Tar/aQevagciREWVunGabwlF_sw/o.gif>

31
E-555



Amy Million

AT o
From: Cynthia OByrne <cyndiobl@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 8:56 AM
To: Arny Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Million,

| aom writing 1o express deep concern over Yalero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.,

Bringing oit trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all clong
the rail route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unaveidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, suifur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline *wouid be
significant for al of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-builf DOT-117 cars. Such q disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways, This
tevel of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train thai
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 60 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume  worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills, Without an accurate worst
case scenario andalysis, this project con not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabie” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperalive we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme ofl infrastruciure.

In addifion, anclysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacied by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communifies of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rait routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and Ciiy Councit to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed ol frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Cynthia OByme

4045 Sagan Ct
Lompoc . California 93436

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ 1gA/KLwXAA S Tar/HDKKIZboTig7 ofyRxkNiVa/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: CAROL GLAU <carolglau2004@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 821 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero cride-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Developrment Depariment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol frain offloading facility in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project would create severdl “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing off trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities alt along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable dir impacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According 1o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosicns, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yei-built DOT-117 cars. Such ¢ disaster could result in
significant oss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamingation of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “"worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons, The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilfed over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about &0 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project con not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At g time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme ofl infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rait routes,

For all these reasons, | respectiuily urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train ferminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
CAROL GLAU

16401 San Pablo Ave
s, California 94806

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3QA/KLwXAA /M 1arfvivB_pv7 QvC31 CBlo2487g/o.gif>
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Am¥ Million

i C
From: Pat Long <gnolraestap@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 6:51 AM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Deparfrment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

[ am writing o express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several 'significant ond unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptabie increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies severdl significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR maintine “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-ferm economic loss, and contamination of cur precious wetlands and walerways. This
tevel of risk s also unaccepiable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is o spill of B tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 60 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume ¢ worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies “significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with Caiifornia’s existing
climate law mandating the state move 1o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirales that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by his
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add fo a tegacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certify this IR and
reject Valero's proposed off train terminal in Benicia,

Sincerely,
Pat tong

720 Commons Dr,
Sacramento, California 95825

<htip://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/Sga/kLwXAA/ Tar/fAhxai4gQ2at ATG 52HI2C Q[ 0.gif>
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Amy Million

From; Kara Kukovich <karakukovich@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 4:38 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principat Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

Please put o stop to Valero's proposed ot frain offloading facility in Benicia, it is destructive to our environment,
dangerous to public safety and will perpetuate our addiction o oit and climate change.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all clong
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According fo the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosicns, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars, Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "“worst case” scenario is o spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilted over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
This may even underestimate the risk since the EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data
on recent spills.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidabie” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme ol infrastructure.

in addition, andlysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
oroject live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmenial racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed ofl train termingl in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Kara Kukovich

217 Triunfo Cyn Rd
Westiake Village, California CA

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/SAATKLWXAAT 1 gr/8IzuuB6cQOmMwauhd 1 Q3glg/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: camille cardinale <bsugarpinup@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 1:28 AM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

{ am writing o express deep concern over Vaiero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oit trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable dir impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for afl of the tank car designs,” including the not-yetl-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-ferm economic loss, and contamination of our precious weltlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unaccepiable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Queébec in fuly 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 40 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accuraie worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR ideniifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climafe law mandating the state move 1o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmentat justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For ail these reasons, | respectivity urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
cammlle cardinale

11645 montana ave
fos angeles, California 90049

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/3wA/KLwXAA M 1 ar/3gPsuJWbRVam8%7TxedtiAlo.gif>

36
E-560



Amy Million

s S
From: David Anderson <dcal892@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2015 12:54 AM
To: Army Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Plannet, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Mition,
Dear Mrs. Mitfion,

| am writing fo express deep concern over Valero's proposed ofl train offloading faciiity in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project wouid create several significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air pollution for communities alt along
ihe rait route and near the refinery. The ER identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene,

According fo the EIR, the cumulative rsk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant foss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands ond waterways.This
level of risk is also unaccepiable.

The EIR dlso assumaes the “worst case” scenarnio is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unovoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
clirnate law mandating the state move 1o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, | is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oll infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that o vast majority of people who wilt be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmentdl justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add 1o a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, t respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council o not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil rain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
David Anderson

412 Englewood In.
Modesio, California 95356

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2AAKLwWXAAT 1gr/aszQdO JEQ3ODNQICAF-BMg/o.gif>
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Amy Million

RIS B BRI T
From: Janna Burt <JannaBannana@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 11:22 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Communily Development Department Amy Million,
Dear Mrs. Milion,

| am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol train offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community,

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unaccepltable increases in toxic air poliution for communities all along
the rait route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulaiive risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “"would be
significant for alfl of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant toss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
tevel of risk is alse unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case" scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions, The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

the revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move 1o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
witdfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates thot a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmenial justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color, Approving this project will only add to ¢ legacy of environmentai racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, 1 respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EiR and
reject Valero's proposed ofl frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Janna Burt

1412 Lakewood Dr.
West Sacramento. California 9569

<hitp://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/4QA/KLwWXAA/ T ar/foaCOHVDBNS TayX 143hSYuD A/o.gif>
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Amy Miilion

From: Angee Sylvester <ang_sO01@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 10:39 PM

To: Amy Miltion

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

| am wriing fo express deep concern over Valero's propoesed oif frain offloading facility in Benicia, According o
the EIR, this project would create several 'significant and unavoidabie impacis” that could devastate my
community,

Bringing oil trains inte Benicia will create unaccepiable increases in foxic air poliution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies severat significant and unavoidable airimpacts from foxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainiine “would be
significant for ¢l of the tank car designs,” including the notyet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant toss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable,

The EIR ailso assumes the "worst case™ scenario is a spill of 8 fanker cars, or about 240,000 gailons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that contflict with California's existing
climate law rmandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme: oil infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast mdjority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
calor. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmentai racism in communities living along the
raif routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council 1o not certify ihis EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train ferminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Angee Sylvester

2154 W. Avenue KI5
Lancaster, Californic $3536

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2wAkLwXAAT Tgr/NG 1H13Y458KzUtUo 1uBjsg/o.gif=
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From: Alice J. Felix <aliceholthouse@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 10:10 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-hby-rai project

erincipal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train offioading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EIR, this project wouid create several significant and unavoidable impacis” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil rains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities alf along
the rait route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulaiive risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR muainline “would be
significant for all of the fank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wellands and waterways. This
tfevel of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case" scenarnio is a spilf of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenatio analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "signiticant and unavoidable” climate impacts that condlict with California's exisfing
climate low mandating the state move io an B0% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging ond the drought is more dire than ever, It is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-desighaied environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasens., | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Councit to not certify this EIR and
reiect Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely, Alice J. Felix
Alice 1. Felix

2636 Larkey Lane
Walnhut Creek, California $4597-2437

<hftp://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2gA/KIwXAA/t T arfoAwziUUDS3y_QUTd21PirA/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: sandra mccolley <sandramccolley@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 9:35 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principat Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,
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Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing fo express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol frain offloading tfacility in Benicia, According fo
ihe BIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
communily.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia wilt create unaccepiable increases in toxic air pollution for communities ail along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR idendifies several significant and unavoidable gir impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "wouid be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant toss of life, long-ferm economic loss, and contamination of our precious wellands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilied over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies “significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
clirnate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At ¢ time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme olf infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast maojority of people who will be impacted by this
project five in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
cotor, Approving this project will only add to o legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For ol these reasons, trespecifully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminat in Benicia.

Sincerely,
sandra mccolley

5139 taos
Monictair, California 91763

<http://click actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ TwA fKLwX AA Tgr/ THymKEUGSZIhCk6PXzHBIA /0. gif>

41
E-565



Amx Million

From: Amanda Holland <mandiholl@acl.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 9:15 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Milion,

| am writing o express deep concern over Yalero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According fo
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community,

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic dir poliution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies severdl significant and unavoidable airimpacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx. sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According 1o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR maintine “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could resutt in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unaccepiable,

The EIR also assumes the "worst case" scenario is o spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons, The frain that
incinerated Lac-Megantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled cver 1.4 million gallons of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The EIR mwst assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spifls, Without an geccurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gos by 2050, Al a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

in addificn, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed ofl train terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Amanda Holland

2459 Muller PL
Woodland, California 95774

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ 1 QA /KLWXAA/ 1 gr/ MLUITIPTNSHat7maX3g/o.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Ann Sullivan <pansyannie@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 9:14 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Milfion,

Dear Mrs. Million,

 am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil irain offloading facility in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project would create several “signiticant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community,

Bringing oil trains info Benicia will create unaccepiable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rall route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies severdl significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollulion from NOx, sutfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR maintine “would be
significant for ol of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant oss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR olso assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions. The frain that
incinerated Lac-Méganiic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gaflons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a waorst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accuraie worst
case scenario anatysis, this project can net be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exireme oil infrastruciure.

In addition. analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by ihis
project live in EPA-designated environmental jusiice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes,

For dif these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Coundll 1o not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train ferminat in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Ann Sullivan

11275 Manzanita Road
Lakeside, Cdlifornia 22040

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2AA/KLWXAA Tar/1G2aWUEUT20Z5n7 GmxOf7g/o.gif>
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Amy Million
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From: Jackie Pomies <jbpomies@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 8:47 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed ol frain offloading facility in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project would create several “significant and unavoidable impocis” thai could devastate my
community.

. Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air pollution for communities all aleng
the rail rovie and neor the refinery. The BIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased poliution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-buil DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant Joss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our pracious wetlands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumaes the "worst case" scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifles significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to on 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At ¢ time when
wildfires are rading and the drought is more dire than ever, it Is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than exiremne oit infrastructure.

in addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of pecple who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Councit to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed ofl train terminat in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Jackie Pomies

1271 3Bih Avenue
Sn Francisco, California 94122-1334

<httpi//click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/5gATKLwXAA /M 1 agr/SUc3SNZQTByEY-4wC8BeAfo.gif>
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Amy Million

From: Kim Peterson <rose_5823@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 8:30 PM

To: Amy Million

Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principat Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

{ am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll frain offloading facility in Benicia. According 1o
the EIR, this project would create severdal 'significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community,

Bringing oil trains info Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The LIR identifies several significant and unavoidable dir impacts from foxing
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumuiative risk of spills, explostons. and fires along the UPRR mainkne “would be
significant for aff of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant oss of life, locng-term economic loss, and coniamination of our precious wetlands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is o spill of § tanker cars, or about 240,000 galions. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million galions of crude, or about 60 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume o worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved,

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climaie impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At g time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in sofe, clean energy rather
than extreme ol infrastructure.

In addition, analysis of census data demonsirates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmentad racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council o not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oil train ferminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Kim Peterson

890 Rockwsll Ln #9
Cloverdale, California 95425

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/6QAKLwXAA/T 1 gr/fPIXXcodSHWIBZIYDBOVFQ/ o gif>
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Amy Million
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From: Cinzia Paganuzzi <cinzia_paganuzzi@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 8:18 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Cormmunity Development Department Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

I am writing to express deep concemn over Valero's proposed oil frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create severai "significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oit frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidabie dir impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOX, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainfine “would be
significant for oif of the fank car designs,” including the nolvet-built DOT-T17 cars. Such @ disaster couid result in
signiticant foss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
level of risk is also unacceptable,

The EIR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or ahout 240,000 galions, The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.4 million galions of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move 1o an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050, At a fime when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

tn addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast mdjority of people who will be impacted by this
project ive in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities fiving along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EiR and
reject Valero's proposed oil frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Cinzia Paganuzz

2423 315t Street
Santa Monica, California 90405

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/6gA/KLwXAA/ Tgr/RUIMKoWPRHIFwdnmiNd-_A/o.gif>
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Amy Million
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From: Janet Soppeland <janet_soppeland@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 8:02 PM
Tor Amy Miltion
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Depariment Amy Million,

Dear Mrs. Million,

f am writing 1o express deep concern over Valero's propaosed ol frain offloading facility in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project would create severat “significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
conmmunity,

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will creaie unacceptable increases in toxic air poliution for communities. all along
the rail route and near the refinery. The £IR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacis from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased polluiion from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline "would be
significant for all of the tank car designs.” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such o disaster could result in
significant foss of life, long-term economic ioss, and contamination of our precious wellands and waterways. This
level of risk is also unacceptable.

The EiR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 fanker cars, or about 240,000 gailons, The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spifled over 1.6 million gaiions of crude, or about 40 tanker cars.
The BEIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenarnio analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme ol infrastructure.

in addition, anatysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project tive in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental racism in communities living aiong the
rait routes.

For all these reasons, | respectiully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero's proposed oit frain terminal in Benicia.

Sincerely,
Janet Soppeland

191330ak St.
Apple Valley, California 92308-4903

<htip://click. actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2QA/KLWXAA L 1ar/2:40d33_TiGARx3rmifiLA/o.gif>
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Amy Million
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From: Anne Kobayashi <annekobayashi@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 7:39 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project

Principal Planner, Benicic Community Development Department Amy Million,

Dear mMrs. Million,

| am writing to express deep concemn over Valero's proposed ol frain offloading facility in Benicia. According to
the EIR, this project would create several "significant and unavoidable: impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing oil frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic air pollution for communities ali along
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NQOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires along the UPRR mainline “would be
significant for afl of the tank cor designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and woterways.this
level of risk is alsoe unaccepiable.

The EIR also assumes the “worst case” scenario is ¢ spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 fanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario thaot reflects existing data on recent spilis. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts that conflict with California’s existing
climate law mandating the state move to an 80% reduction of greenhouse gas by 2050. At a time when
wildfires are raging and the drought is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest in safe, clean energy rather
than extreme oil infrastructure.

In addition, andiysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of people who will be impacted by this
project live in EPA-designated environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities of
color. Approving this project will only add to o legacy of environmentdl racism in communities living along the
rail routes.

For all these reasons, | respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and
reject Valero’s proposed oll frain terminal in Benicia,

Sincerely,
Anne Kobayashi

5235 Fiore Terrace #C404
San Diego, California 92122

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/4AATKLWXAA /T 1 ar/78)5pCzOTh 2y 7ISiVmildw/o.gif>
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Amy Million
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From: Greg Rosas <thesrolb@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 7.31 PM
To: Amy Million
Subject: RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project |

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy Million,
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Dear Mrs. Million,

Fam writing 10 express deep concern over Valero's proposed oll frain officading facility in Benicia. According o
the EIR, this project would create severdl significant and unavoidable impacts” that could devastate my
community.

Bringing il frains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in foxic air poliution for communities all dlong
the rail route and near the refinery. The EIR identifies severdl significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins
and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, sulfur dioxide, PM 2.5, and benzene.

According 1o the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explasions, and fires along the UPRR mainiine “would be
significant for all of the tank car designs,” including the not-yet-built DOT-117 cars. Such a disaster could result in
significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination of our precious wetlands and waterways.This
tevel of risk is also unacceptable.

The EiR also assumes the "worst case” scenario is a spill of 8 tanker cars, or about 240,000 gallons. The train that
incinerated Lac-Mégantic, Québec in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gailons of crude, or about 60 tanker cars.
The EIR must assume a worst case scenario that reflects existing data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst
case scenario analysis, this project can not be approved.

The revised EIR identifies "significant and unavoidable” climate impacts tha