
Commenter Date Received

Agencies

Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) 15-Sep-15

Organizations

Natural Resources Defense Council 23-Sep-15

Individuals

Darrin Atkins 2-Sep-15

Sandy and Bill Franchini 4-Sep-15

Chihoko and Richard Solomon 8-Sep-15

Joseph Rizzi 8-Sep-15

Joanna Lyons 10-Sep-15

Pax Doug Strobel 11-Sep-15

Dale Cross 21-Sep-15

Chris Howe, Director - Valero 22-Sep-15

James Neu 22-Sep-15

Jay Carmona 25-Sep-15

Lynn Maguire 25-Sep-15

Gloria Hovde 25-Sep-15

Walter Helm 25-Sep-15

Frederick Hamilton 25-Sep-15

Marc Maloney 25-Sep-15

Samantha Stanley 25-Sep-15

Lisa Zure 25-Sep-15

Elena Ennouri 25-Sep-15

Julie Slater-Giglioli 25-Sep-15

Susan Rigali 25-Sep-15

Jacob Wang 25-Sep-15

Rose Matossian 25-Sep-15

Howard Cohen 25-Sep-15

Jacquie Lowell 25-Sep-15

Carol Taggart 25-Sep-15

Georgia Carver 25-Sep-15

Debra Little 25-Sep-15

Lynda Leigh 25-Sep-15

Catherine McCoy 25-Sep-15

Sara Rajan 25-Sep-15

Ana Paula Fernandes 25-Sep-15

Michelle Om 25-Sep-15

Jon Spitz 25-Sep-15

Kristina Fukuda-schmid 25-Sep-15

Valero Crude by Rail Project 
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 August 31‐ September 25, 2015
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Scott Cuyjet 25-Sep-15

Gerardo Fuentes 25-Sep-15

Jeremy France 25-Sep-15

Carlotta Tiniakoff 25-Sep-15

Mal Gaff 25-Sep-15

Jayne Pitchford 25-Sep-15

Pam Cartwright 25-Sep-15

Pamela Hall 25-Sep-15

Jason Hall 25-Sep-15

Carole Gonsalves 25-Sep-15

Heidi Trinkle 25-Sep-15

Janice Flatto 25-Sep-15

Abigail Bates 25-Sep-15

Antonio Buensuceso 25-Sep-15

Cassie Barr 25-Sep-15

Carrie Staton 25-Sep-15

Thomas Snell 25-Sep-15

Scott Coahran 25-Sep-15

Sammarye Lewis 25-Sep-15

Margaret Tiden 25-Sep-15

Jan Cecil 25-Sep-15

Katie Levine 25-Sep-15

Jody Weisenfeld 25-Sep-15

Seb Baum 25-Sep-15

Kim Bethel 25-Sep-15

Rosiris Paniagua 25-Sep-15

Samuel Popailo 25-Sep-15

Ann Thompson 25-Sep-15

Brad Nelson 25-Sep-15

Joel Meza 25-Sep-15

Kelsey Baker 25-Sep-15

Martin Diedrich 25-Sep-15

Lois Shubert 25-Sep-15

Zachary Todd 25-Sep-15

Susan Orr 25-Sep-15

Karen Jenne 25-Sep-15

Rev. Joe Futterer 25-Sep-15

Jennifer Hayes 25-Sep-15

R Garcia 25-Sep-15

Stephanie Darling 25-Sep-15

Nanlouis Wolfe & Stephen Zunes 25-Sep-15

Kristina Bennett 25-Sep-15

Mike Henderson 25-Sep-15

Nancy Morgan 25-Sep-15
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Julie Alley 25-Sep-15

Gerald Lysne 25-Sep-15

Barry Katz 25-Sep-15

Catherine Hirsch 25-Sep-15

Jason Thomas 25-Sep-15

Michael Tomczyszyn 25-Sep-15

J Atwell 25-Sep-15

Sara Fogan 25-Sep-15

Claire Mortifee 25-Sep-15

Kathy Zelaya 25-Sep-15

Suzanne Sutton 25-Sep-15

Clara Pichi Goossens 25-Sep-15

Peter Lee 25-Sep-15

Chimney Lee 25-Sep-15

Michal Lynch 25-Sep-15

Bethany Schulze 25-Sep-15

Kathleen Kuczynski 25-Sep-15

Jospeh Gilbert 25-Sep-15

Donna Watson 25-Sep-15

Matt Schlegel 25-Sep-15

Cindy Koch 25-Sep-15

Bob Nace 25-Sep-15

Ros Giliam 25-Sep-15

Arthur Delgadillo 25-Sep-15

AG Gilmore 25-Sep-15

Michael Bordenave 25-Sep-15

Ellen Phillips 25-Sep-15

Paul Richards 25-Sep-15

Kendra Brooks 25-Sep-15

Phil Ritter 25-Sep-15

Jane Barbarow 25-Sep-15

Jamila Garrecht 25-Sep-15

Shelley Alonso 25-Sep-15

Vance Arquilla 25-Sep-15

Liz Amsden 25-Sep-15

Marian Cruz 25-Sep-15

Dennis Presson 25-Sep-15

Sidney Ramsden Scott 25-Sep-15

Rob Seltzer 25-Sep-15

Anne Harvey 25-Sep-15

Shannon Leap 25-Sep-15

Emanuela Sala 25-Sep-15

Tara Kamath 25-Sep-15

Ela Gotkowska 25-Sep-15

Joe Weis 25-Sep-15
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Janice Gloe 25-Sep-15

Father William Connor 25-Sep-15

Michael Coakley 25-Sep-15

Amanda Percy 25-Sep-15

Barbara Frances 25-Sep-15

Nancy Hiestand 25-Sep-15

Leslie Shapiro 25-Sep-15

Cherie Connick 25-Sep-15

J Angell 25-Sep-15

Marilyn Shepherd 25-Sep-15

Carol Banever 25-Sep-15

Jacob Davis 25-Sep-15

Fran Watson 25-Sep-15

Thomas Scott 25-Sep-15

Maria Nowicki 25-Sep-15

Bill Denneen 25-Sep-15

Mortimer Glasgal 25-Sep-15

Ruth Valdez 25-Sep-15

Roz Goldstein 25-Sep-15

Melissa Flower 25-Sep-15

Lynette Ridder 25-Sep-15

Janine Comrack 25-Sep-15

Julene Lima 25-Sep-15

Dan McCoy 25-Sep-15

Margaret Murray 25-Sep-15

Janet G Heinte 25-Sep-15

Exuardo Martinez 25-Sep-15

June Caminiti 25-Sep-15

Jennifer Derwingson 25-Sep-15

Virginia Soules 25-Sep-15

Cliff Johnson 25-Sep-15

Bruce McGraw 25-Sep-15

Glenn Ross 25-Sep-15

K. Christensen 25-Sep-15

Jim Littlefield 25-Sep-15

Andrea Fleiner 25-Sep-15

Lynne Olivier 25-Sep-15

Jessica Hadden 25-Sep-15

Pat Blackwell-Marchant 25-Sep-15

H Thomson 25-Sep-15

John Gasperonli 25-Sep-15

Ellen Segal 25-Sep-15

Helen Salyers 25-Sep-15

Timothy Larkin 25-Sep-15

Jared Sacco 25-Sep-15
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Candace Batten 25-Sep-15

Yves Decargouet 25-Sep-15

Stephen Donato 25-Sep-15

Jan Salas 25-Sep-15

Patricial McLaughlin 25-Sep-15

Claudia Wornum 25-Sep-15

Suzanne D Johnson 25-Sep-15

Gail Roberts 25-Sep-15

Maria Rausis 25-Sep-15

Michael Henderson 25-Sep-15

John Steponaitis 25-Sep-15

Rebecca Barker 25-Sep-15

Marinell Daniel 25-Sep-15

Jas Zajicek 25-Sep-15

Paul McNeely 25-Sep-15

Joan Squires 25-Sep-15

Monica DuClaud 25-Sep-15

David Broadwater 25-Sep-15

Ted Fishman 25-Sep-15

Janet M McClarren 25-Sep-15

Evan Jane Kriss 25-Sep-15

Georgia Kahn 25-Sep-15

Mitch Dalition 25-Sep-15

Michelle Palladine 25-Sep-15

Joseph Johnson 25-Sep-15

Tim Taylor 25-Sep-15

Therese Ryan 25-Sep-15

Daniel Adel 25-Sep-15

Julie Stinchcomb 25-Sep-15

Nancy Fomenko 25-Sep-15

Diane Knight 25-Sep-15

Kirk Lumpkin 25-Sep-15

Claire Chambers 25-Sep-15

James Corriere 25-Sep-15

Jeriene Walberg 25-Sep-15

Craig Warren 25-Sep-15

Caolyn Pettis 25-Sep-15

Ethan Buckner 25-Sep-15

Karen Kirschling 25-Sep-15

Arlene Encell 25-Sep-15

Sundae Shields 25-Sep-15

Lyn Younger 25-Sep-15

Carolos Contreras 25-Sep-15

Victoria Miller 25-Sep-15

Leo Mara 25-Sep-15
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Martin Baclija 25-Sep-15

Michaell Allen 25-Sep-15

Pamela Scott 25-Sep-15

Helene Whitson 25-Sep-15

Pamela Rhodes 25-Sep-15

Carol Warren 25-Sep-15

Laura Overmann 25-Sep-15

Sharon Mullane 25-Sep-15

Louise McGuire 25-Sep-15

Anita Coolidge 25-Sep-15

Mha Atma S. Khalsa 25-Sep-15

Dwight Barry 25-Sep-15

Corrie Ellis 25-Sep-15

Mario Salgado 25-Sep-15

Sylvia Hopkins 25-Sep-15

Lisabette Brinkman 25-Sep-15

Rev. J. Patrick Kelly 25-Sep-15

Deborah Santone 25-Sep-15

Edward F Styborski 25-Sep-15

David Grothey 25-Sep-15

Miranda Leiva 25-Sep-15

Dennis Peters 25-Sep-15

Arlene Baker 25-Sep-15

Jane August 25-Sep-15

Nancy Riggleman 25-Sep-15

Christopher Stevens 25-Sep-15

Victor Lawrence 25-Sep-15

Susan Oldershaw 25-Sep-15

Patrick McIntosh 25-Sep-15

Joan Sitnick 25-Sep-15

Joe Dadgari 25-Sep-15

Phillip Johnston 25-Sep-15

Michael Karsh 25-Sep-15

Christina Nillo 25-Sep-15

Mary Edwards 25-Sep-15

Jeff Brody 25-Sep-15

Tina Ann 25-Sep-15

Linda Marble 25-Sep-15

Tim Brellow 25-Sep-15

Jon Anderholm 25-Sep-15

Jill Cody 25-Sep-15

Dennis Young 25-Sep-15

Lucy Horwitz 25-Sep-15

Elizabeth Guise 25-Sep-15

Barbara Burgess 25-Sep-15
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Carole Mone 25-Sep-15

Jim Petkiewicz 25-Sep-15

Barbara Kennedy 25-Sep-15

Robert Forsythe 25-Sep-15

Courtney Gartin 25-Sep-15

Anne Veraldi 25-Sep-15

Margaret Petkiewicz 25-Sep-15

Celia Scott 25-Sep-15

Christine Anderson 25-Sep-15

Marsha Jarvis 25-Sep-15

Jane DalPino 25-Sep-15

Amber Tidwell 25-Sep-15

April Ewaskey 25-Sep-15

David Ross 25-Sep-15

Jennifer Toth 25-Sep-15

Carlos Nunez 25-Sep-15

Gary Beckerman 25-Sep-15

Mari Doming 25-Sep-15

Cathie Serletic 25-Sep-15

Josh Sonnenfield 25-Sep-15

Nadya Tichman 25-Sep-15

Janet Weil 25-Sep-15
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Sacramento Area 
Council of 
Governments 

Auburn 

Citrus Heights 

Colfax 

Davis 

El Dorado County 

Elk Grove 

Folsom 

Galt 

Isleton 

Lincoln 

Live Oak 

Loomis 

Ma,ysville 

Placer County 

PtaceNil/e 

Rancho Cordova 

Rack/in 

Roseville 

Sacramento 

Sacramento County 

Sutter County 

West Sacramento 

Wheatland 

Winters 

Woodland 

Yolo County 

Yuba City 

Yuba County 

1415 L Street, 
Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 
95814 

tel: 916.321.9000 
fax: 916.321.9551 
tdd; 916.321.9550 
www.sacog.org 

September 15, 2015 

Amy Million, Principal Planner 
Community Development Department 
City of Benicia 
250 East L Street 
Benicia, CA 94510 

Dear Ms. Million: 

Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG), in coordination with its member 
agencies, is currently reviewing the Revised Draft EIR (RDEIR) for the proposed 
Valero Crude by Rail Project. 

We are working with our regional partners, who are interested in the indirect impacts 
resulting from this project along the railroad's mainline. Given the length and 
complexity of the RDEIR document and technical reports, we respectfully request an 
extension of the public comment period for an additional 30 days. The additional time 
would allow us to provide you with our comprehensive and coordinated regional 
comments. 

We thank you for your consideration, and if you have any questions, please contact me 
at (916) 340-6210 or ktrost@sacog.org. 

Kir _Tr . t 
Chief Operating Officer/General Counsel 

KET:le 



September 22, 2015 

Amy Million, Principal Planner 
Community Development Department 
250 East L Street 
Benicia, CA 94510 
amilli on@ci. benicia. ca. us 

RE: Request for Extension of Time to Comment on the Valero Benicia 
Crude-by-Rail Project 

Dear Ms. Million, 

On behalf of Communities for a Better Environment, Natural 
Resources Defense Council, and Center for Biological Diversity, I respectfully 
request an extension of time for public comment on the recirculated draft 
environmental impact report (Recirculated Draft EIR) for the Valero Benicia 
Crude-by-Rail Project. 

The City has allowed 45 days for public comment, until October 16, 
2015. We request a short extension of time, until October 30, 2015, to 
comment on this highly technical and substantial document. The 
Recirculated Draft EIR contains over 500 pages of new, complex material, 
including seven technical appendices. There are also hundreds of pages of 
reference materials. Pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15105, 45 days is the 
minimum amount of time allowed for public review of documents that will 
be submitted to the State Clearinghouse for review by state agencies. 
Members of the public need more than the minimum amount of time for 
comment on a project of this size and complexity, especially because this 
project will have numerous significant environmental impacts. The City 
should allow for a short extension to October 30, 2015, which will give 
members of the public 60 days to comment. 

Sincerely, 

Jaclyn H. Prange 
Staff Attorney 

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL 

Ill SUI rm SIHtEI SAU fHANCISCO, GA S41Ql T 41fj Si'o-€100 I 4i5.875.6161 NROC.ORG 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Darrin Atkins <darrinatkins@gmail.com> 
Wednesday, September 02, 2015 12:00 PM 
Amy Million 
Public comment for Valera's proposal to deliver crude oil by rail via two SO-tanker car 
trains 

I have a public comment. I live in Contra Costa County and this proposal is a dangerous idea. Have you seen all 
the news reports over the last few years regarding train explosions? If you have seen them, then you know that 
transporting crude oil by rail is a very dangerous idea. It is reasonably foreseeable that this is a dangerous idea 
and it is reasonably foreseeable that approving this will harm the environment and possibly injure or kill people. 

Please vote no and do not approve this proposal to deliver crude oil by rail. 

Thank you. 

Darrin Atkins 



Amy Million 
Principle Planner 
Community Development Department 
250 East L. Street 
Benicia, Ca 94510 

Amy: 

After reading the article in the September 1, 2015 Herald regarding the Recirculated 
Draft Environmental Impact Report on Crude-by Rail Project, we strongly urge the 
City Council NOT to permit the project to move forward. 

Sandy and Bill Franchini 
312 W. K. Street 
Benicia, CA 94510 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ms. Million, 

R Solomon <risolom@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 04, 2015 5:44 AM 
Amy Million 
Valera's refinery plans 

We are writing you today to express our opposition to a proposal by Valero Oil to transport crude oil via railroad to its refinery 
located in your city. Although Valero has reassured the city that adequate steps have been taken to ensure that the transport 
will be 'safe,' we believe that the risks inherent in this are too great for it to be allowed. 

Below are the reasons why we are against this proposal. 

First and foremost is the fact that the tanker cars being used on these trains are inadequate. The Department of Transportation 
in Washington DC itself has developed a plan for these cars to be replaced with thicker, better constructed ones in the next 5 
years or so. Derailments in Ontario, N Dakota, and Virginia in which lives were lost and a lot of property was destroyed over the 
last 2 years have proven that this timetable is totally unacceptable. The DOT itself has estimated that a number of derailments 
will happen in the next few years. This highly volatile Bakken crude is far too dangerous to be transported in the kinds of tanker 
cars which are in use nowadays. 

How many thousands of people live close enough to these rail lines in your community for a derailment followed by an explosion 
and fire to have catastrophic effects? Is it worth the risk of the loss of human lives so that Valera's refinery can be 'more 
competitive?' Do increased profits take precedence over the value of human lives? Does the city of Benecia have the resources 
with its fire department and other first responders to cope with an event like this? 

Second, there are other health and environmental risks associated with the transport via rail of this crude oil. Noxious fumes will 
cause respiratory problems for nearby residents .... especially the young and those with already compromised respiratory 
systems. Some of the chemicals in this crude contain carcinogenic properties. What long term risk does this present? Dangers 
of water pollution and other damage to the environment should also be considered. 

For all these reasons, we oppose any plan by Valero to transport this crude by rail through Benecia. As you must know, the 
cities of Richmond, Berkeley, and Davis have all passed resolutions asking for a moratorium on this transport. We strongly urge 
you NOT to approve this plan. 

Chihoko and Richard Solomon 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

of CBR 

Joseph_Rizzi <Joseph_Rizzi@sbcglobal.net> 
Tuesday, September 08, 2015 11:45 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Rail Safety Car - Poisonous & Flammable liquid 

and see United stated be East oiL 

The comment is because Valera's DEIR was that Valero has no control over the 
movements of oil via but if you consider that Vaiero does have control of rail cars ordered 
Valero would have to do is Rail Car" with each This is'"~''"''.,,"~ 
the safer wherever the train goes or is located. 

A is a NEW concept car that would allow Valero to morally help in with any 
or accident in the of hazardous and or flammable liquids. Valero and Benicia can advocate for this to 
become !aw at the state or federal level or even work with the rail lines to get it adopted country wide if it chooses. We 
all want to be safe and in California with our current drought we are particularly worried about keeping our fresh water 

too. Accidents and incidents will always happen, but how it is handled and our preparations are in our control and 
influence. 

Thanks for reading and considering adding to what Benicia needs for the Valero CBR project for safety at 
and near refinery as well as the transportation to and from the refinery. 

Joseph Rizzi -- Cel: 707-208-4508 -- Joseph Rizzi@sbcglobal.net 

From: Amy Million [mailto:AMillion@ci.benicia.ca.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 8, 2015 8:54 AM 
To: Joseph_Rizzi 
Subject: RE: Rail Safety Car - Poisonous & Flammable liquid transports. 

Mr. Rizzi, 
I would appreciate if you would please indicate if your intention on including me on this email is: 

l. General cmnments on the Valero CBR project 
2. Comments on the Revised Draft EIR 
3. Other? 

Thank you, 

Amy 

Amy E. Million 
City of Benicia, Planning Division 
desk: 707. 746.4372 

From: Joseph_Rizzi [mailto:Joseph Rizzi@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Monday, September 07, 2015 12:46 PM 
To: mbhagan@up.com 
Cc: Amy Million; richard.walsh@valero.com; info@beniciaCBR.com; mwebb@cityofdavis.ol'g 

1 



Subject: Rail Safety Car - Poisonous & Flammable liquid transports. 
Importance: High 

Consider a SAFETY Rail Car - one that has the ability to aid in the containment and extinguishing of fires 

if an accident occurs. 

• A Safety Rail Car - could be required with all trains that carry volatile or hazardous liquids and be equipped with: 
o Water to help put out fires. 
o http://firegel.com/ or http://www.soilmoist.com or the dry equivalent (to be added to water to aid in putting 

out fires and to help absorb any leaked liquid to help in containment) 
o Inflatable containment units; like Aqua Dam or Dam-it-Dams 
o Inflatable storage units to temp. store contents instead of is spilling out. (extra Aqua Dam bladders) 
o Pipes of various sizes to work with inflatable containment units to protect streams and life downstream at the 

same time of letting most of the water to continue. Most transported fluids would be mostly lighter than 
water, so if you put in the pipes and then deploy the inflatable containment unit over it most of the spill can 
be contained locally; while also aiding in the cleanup process. 

o Magnetic Patches and other equipment to fix or repair damage to cars. 
o Fire type hoses to connect to pump, nozzles and tank cars. 
o Pump with fuel to be able to perform multiple tasks: 

• pressurize water to shoot at burning and nearby area to stop the spread of fire. 
• Utilize nearby sources of water to aid in fire situations. 
• Inflate inflatable containment units. 
II Drain leaking car of fluids into temp. containment units. 
• Remove contents leaked into streams into containment units. 

o Emergency numbers and process to call in fire fighting retardant air tanker with 15 to 30 minute response 
time of reporting fire accident. 

Please stand up and take responsibility for what is being transported. Someone needs to. 

In reading about the controversy regarding transporting of hazardous and volatile Liquids is was obvious to me that 
there is a real lack of ownership and ability to deal with accidents. I am not talking about LEGAL responsibility, I am 
talking about MORAL responsibility. If these types of liquid products are to be transported, at least transport the 
equipment needed to address issues if they come up, so that they are on hand and available to quickly handle, contain 
or properly deal with the situation as best as we can predict. Add one extra "Safety Train Car" to each train traveling 
with these types of liquid cargo is not that much to ask to be considered and hopefully self imposed on at least your 
company if not the industry wide. I do like the idea of having these Safety cars at strategic points also, because trains can 
easily reach and bring help to a rail accident. 

Thanks for reading my hopefully helpful tip. 

Joseph Rizzi 
Inventor 
707-208-4508 

Joseph Rizzi@sbcglobal.net 

Page 128 http://www.ci.benicia.ea.us/vertical/Sites/%783436CBED-6A58-4FEF-BFDF

SF9331215932%7D/uploads/Valero Benicia Crude by Rail RDEIR Comolete Version.pdf?utm source=Action+Alert+
+RSVP+for+Benicia+PC+Meeting+%28September+2015%29&utm campaign=benicia+herald&utm medium=email 

However, depending upon the location of an oil spill along the UPRR main line tracks, there may be no oil spill 
containment or cleanup equipment immediately available, and it could take some time for emergency response 
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teams to mobilize adequate spill response equipment. Depending up on the location of the spill, this could allow 
enough time for the spill to affect water resources. 

Mitigation Discussion 
Requiring compliance with SB 861 (with or without assuring that all first response agencies along main 
line routes that could be used to transport Project-related crude oil have been provided a copy of the Oil 
Spill Contingency Plan) could lessen the potential significance of secondary effects to hydrology and 
water quality during a train derailment and subsequent oil spill. However, for the reasons discussed 
above, it would be infeasible for the City to require this as a mitigation measure. Therefore, this 
secondary hazards and hazardous materials impact would remain significant and unavoidable. 

Mitigation Measures: 

None available 

UPRR Hazardous Material Emergency Response 
Details ofUPRR emergency response are provided in their HMERP (see Appendix H). In general, should an 
incident happen involving hazardous materials (such as crude oil), UPRR would contact the appropriate 
agencies I first responders to contain the incident and stay on scene until control/clean up is finished. UPRR 
personnel from their Roseville, California office would be responsible for incidents that may happen between 
Roseville the California border and the Refinery. Available UPRR equipment includes firefighting trailers 
consisting of alcohol resistant-aqueous form filming foam, midland capping kits, magnetic patches, a 10,000 
gallon portable water tank, and equipment to remediate tank car valves and fittings. Two boom trailers are 
stored in Chico and Dunsmuir, and another in Reno, Nevada (OES, 2015). In addition, UPRR cunently has 
three (3) emergency response contractors in northern California that cover Benicia. Two of the contractors are 
US Coast Guard approved Oil Spill Response Organizations (OSROs). One of the OSRO certified contractors is 
located in the Benicia area 

Joseph Rizzi -- Cel: 707-208-4508 -- Email: Joseph Rizzi@sbcglobal.net 
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September 8, 2015 

Ms. Amy Million, Principal Planner 
Community Development Department 
250 East L Street 
Benicia, CA 94510 

Dear Ms. Million, 

This letter is intended to be used as public comment on the Recirculated Draft Environmental 
Impact Report on Valero's Crude-by-Rail Project. 

I reviewed the RDEIR, and go on record as opposing transporting crude oil by rail. 

I read numerous potential "negative effects" in the RDEIR. I conclude I do not support this 
hazardous practice in Benicia, or anywhere else! To be fair, I went online and researched 
arguments supporting the transportation of crude oil by rail. There weren't any. I did find 
information about how companies are trying to make rail cars safer, but no concrete reasons for 
change from status quo. Thus, I believe Valero's only reason for supporting crude-by-rail is 
fmancial. It must be more economically feasible for the oil company, or why would they 
continue their quest? 

Oil companies have no motivation to eliminate reliance on fossil fuels, reduce greenhouse 
emissions, and improve overall environmental quality. Their motivation is profit. 

Unless consumers make decisions that impact the profits of oil companies, the research, 
development and widespread acceptance of other energy sources will remain negligible. 

Sincerely, 

oanna Lyons 
641 Semple Court 
Benicia, CA 94510 
(707)980-2816 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

dstrobel3 <dstrobel3@aol.com> 
Friday, September 11, 2015 10:44 AM 
Amy Million 
Comment for the record - Valero Crude By Rail 

I am opposed to the increase oil train traffic to Valero in Benicia. 
The oil cars are sub standard hence unsafe for the task ... but the biggest factor for me is that the oil companies are terrible at clean up!! 
This has been proven time and time again! 
The risk to public safety is greater than the benefits to the same public!! 

Pax doug strobe! 

Sent from my LG Escape TM, an AT & T 4G L TE smartphone 

1 



Brad Kilger, City Manager 
Amy Million, Principal Planner 
City of Benicia 
250 East L St 
Benicia, CA 94510 

Re: Valero Crude by Rail Project 

Dear Mr Kilger and Ms Million 

I am a Benicia resident and have lived and worked in Benicia for the past 45 years. 
My children and grandchildren were raised here and have attended Benicia schools. 
We greatly enjoy the small-town, family-friendly atmosphere of Benicia. 
We enjoy the City Parks, Recreational areas, Water front, Public Library, Public Schools and the great 
infrastructure of the City which has been made possible in large part by the tremendous tax base and 
philanthropic efforts of Valero. 
I am also the Director of a local Camp and Mentoring program for Foster Kids which Valero has 
generously supported for the past 10 years. 
All Benicia citizens have benefited directly and indirectly from the great financial support, tax base and 
philanthropic generosity of Valero. 

After reading the Revised DEIR, I still support the Valero Crude by Rail Project. 

The report clearly indicates that the Crude by Rail Project: 
1) Will provide a net reduction in Greenhouse Gas emissions with a regional and global benefit as 

well as Benicia, 
2) Will result in no significant Environmental Quality impact for Benicia and California including 

refinery emissions, rail safety, noise and traffic, 
3) Will significantly boost the local and regional economy by 

- creating 20 full-time, good paying jobs and120 skilled craftsman jobs during construction 
- generating millions in tax revenue, wages and economic benefits to Benicia and the State. 

Further, the Crude By Rail Project: 
1) Will NOT increase the amount of Crude Oil that could be processed at the Refinery 
2) Will NOT involve any changes to existing Refinery Processing Facilities 
3) Will NOT result in any changes to the Emissions limits set forth in the Refinery's current 

BAAQMD permit 

The concerns of the Opponents to Valero's CBR Project focus on Rail Safety, OUTSIDE of Benicia. 
The City has gone WELL beyond what the law requires to have the opponents concerns addressed. 
In fact the focus of the Revised DEIR is to highlight the recent North America Rail incidents, and to 
inform the Public of what the Federal Government has done to address Rail Safety and improve Railroad 
Safety Standards. It also highlights the improvements that Union Pacific Railroad has undertaken to 
meet and exceed these federal standards. 

Valero is diligently working to ensure they stay competitive in this commodity market, while at the same 
time creating as little impact to Benicia residents and businesses as possible. 



Valero first submitted the application for this project back in 2012. 
In May, 2013, the City issued a Notice of Intent to Adopt an initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the Project. 
Following a Public Meeting in July, 2013, the City called for an EIR, and then committed to issue that 
report in the Fall of 2013. The actual Draft of the EIR, was not circulated until June of 2014 ! 
Since then, there has been MANY public hearings, many public forums, comments, more revisions, more 
public forums, more revisions and finally, in August, 2015, the formal Revised Draft EIR was issued 
(and multiple Public Hearings have been scheduled). 

Although I applaud the City's efforts to provide information to the vocal Opposition of the Project, you 
have more than fulfilled your legal requirement. 
You are all well aware of Federal Preemption, and that CEQA review of rail operations is preempted by 
federal law. 

The Valero Benicia Refinery is one of most advanced refineries in the nation, and has a commendable 
safety record. This project will allow Valero to stay competitive and continue doing what the refinery 
was designed to do - - to be one of the safest and most environmentally friendly refiners of crude oil in 
the US. 

It's time for you to act. 
I strongly urge you to accept the DEIR as final, and I urge you to endorse the Valero Crude By Rail 
Project. 

Thank you, 

Dale Cross 
472 Panorama Dr 
Benicia, CA 





Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ms. Million, 

JJNeu <jjneusies2@gmail.com> 
Tuesday, September 22, 2015 9:16 AM 
Amy Million 
Valero RDEIR 

September 5, 2014, I submitted a 16 page response to the Valero Refinery Expanded Rail Project Environmental 
Impact Report. This past month, I read the Valero Refinery Expanded Rail Project Recirculated Draft 
Environmental Impact Report and decided this RDEIR is incomplete and undeserving of another multi page 
response. 

The scope of the Valero Project and the entities involved have not changed. The only difference has been the 
City of Benicia and Valero, because of the input of so many concerned citizens a year ago, has realized that 
this project impacts more than just the citizens of Benicia. This project affects the millions of people from the rail 
product source out of state to the citizens within California to the City of Benicia. However, this RDEIR only 
addresses the people up rail of the project within the State of California. This is another incomplete EIR 
submitted by the City of Benicia. 

Toxic crude oil being shipped from either the Bakken Fields of North Dakota or Canadian Tar Sand crude from 
the Boreal Forest of Alberta Canada effect every community along this route, not to mention the destruction 
this process has on the livelihoods of the people at the source. 

This RDEIR addressed the effects on communities along the route after these unit trains loaded with volatile oil 
cross into the State of California. How is the effect of the movement of oil any different on the communities 
outside California's borders? Why does this report only address up rail communities within the state and not 
outside the state? On page 8, Section 4.6: GHG Emissions, of my response dated September 5, 2014, I asked 
these same questions. 

For the past several years while living in Martinez, Ca., I personally stayed involved monitoring the progress of 
five fossil fuel refinery projects along the Carquinez Straits from Richmond to Stockton. This past May, I moved to 
Eugene, Oregon. 

On Sept. 5, 2015 while in downtown Eugene, I witnessed a unit train of 107 rail tank cars with a 1267 Class 3 
Petroleum Crude Oil placard on every car, pass within 40' of the restaurant where I was dining. This unit train 
passed less than 1 /2 mile of 60,000 football fans in attendance at Autzen Stadium where the University of 
Oregon was hosting their first home game. After discussion with the fire chief and a city council member, I was 
informed this southbound unit train was loaded with Canadian Tar Sand crude oil destined for Bay Area 
refineries. Currently, one southbound loaded unit train a week comes through the City of Eugene and one 
northbound empty unit train returns through the city. 

This is an example of the direct impact the Valero Expanded Rail Project in Benicia will have on communities 
outside the scope of this RDEIR. We are just one of many out of state communities affected by this project and 
not addressed by this RDEIR. As these Bay Area fossil fuel projects accepting a unit train per day are approved, 
their frequency will increase through towns outside the scope of this report. 

I urge you, the Benicia City Council, and Mayor of Benicia, while considering the fate of this project, to be 
mindful of the impact your decisions has on the millions of people up rail, not only in California but in other 
states. 

Please make this letter part of the public record regarding this project and available to the mayor and city 
council of Benicia. 
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Respectfully, 

James Neu 
3072 Webster St. 
Eugene, Oregon 97 404 

Sent from my iPad 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jay Carmona <jay@forestethics.org > 

Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:18 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 Valera'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 watervvays.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, 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 

the state move 

to an 80% reduction 2050. At a time when 

are and is more than ever, it is we 

in clean energy than extreme oil ,...,,,.,.,.,.,,r, 

In addition, of census data demonstrates 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Carmona 

317 Hanover Ave Apt 108 

Oakland, California 94606 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Lynn Maguire <lynnswan7@verizon.net> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:19 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department 'rn'i~=.:.:.:.:...:...:::..::..::..::::~~~i_!_l 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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than extreme oil 

In of census data 

people who will be impacted by this project live in 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, Mrs Lynn Maguire 

Lynn Maguire 

2108 Magnolia Ave 

Manhattan Beach, California 90266 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Gloria Hovde <ghovde9@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:19 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department 

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, 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 and 

that conflict the state move 

to an 80% reduction of greenhouse At a time when wildfires 

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

in safe, clean energy than extreme oil infrastructure. 

In addition, analysis of census demonstrates a vast majority of 

people who be impacted 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Gloria Hovde 

15200 May Hollow Rd. 

Lower Lake, California 95457 
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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 to express deep concern over Valera'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 ElR 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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and 

nVll'.'t.r,n climate iaw the state move 
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in clean energy than extreme oil 

In addition, demonstrates a vast majority of 

people who will be 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 <fhami38130@msn.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:24 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Principal Planner, 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Community Development Department Amy 

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 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, 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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with 
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law the state move 

2050. At a time when wildfires 

is more dire than ever, it is imperative we 

than extreme oil infrastructure. 

In addition, of census data that a vast 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Principal 

Million, 

Marc Maloney <maloney_marc@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:26 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Amy 

l am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 al! 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, 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 and climate 
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energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure. 

we invest 

In of census data that a vast of 

people who will 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

This proposal is unacceptable. 

Sincerely, 

Marc Maloney 

5443 college oak drive #12 

Sacramento, California 95841 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Samantha Stanley <samanthamstanley@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:28 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 ElR 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, 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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that 
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are 
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and 

2050. At a time 

than ever, it is 

rather than extreme oil 

state move 

In , analysis of census demonstrates a vast 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, I 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million. 

Amy 

Oil trains pose a great potential danger to the community of Benicia. 

Therefore, I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil 

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 "would 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 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. 

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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is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

than extreme oil 

In census demonstrates a vast of 

who will be impacted this project live in EPA-designated 

environmental justice communities - primarily low-income 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, I 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 Alameda 

San Anselmo, California 94960 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Elena Ennouri <boussakato@icloud.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:29 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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that 
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and 
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is more dire than ever. it is 

state move 
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we invest 

In census a vast majority of 

people who will be impacted by project live in 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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this project live in 

environmental - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Slater-Giglioli 

7553 Norton Ave 

West Hollywood, California 90046 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

susan rigali <rbssj@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:40 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development 

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 al! 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," lncluding 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over i .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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In addition, census data demonstrates a vast majority 

who will be this 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

susan rigali 

19222 arminta 

reseda, California 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker 

cars. The E!R must assume 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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In of census data demonstrates that a vast majority 

who will be impacted live in EPA-designated 

environmental justice 

of color. Approving this 

- primarily low-income and communities 

will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For al! these reasons, I 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 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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environmental justice communities - 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Rose Matossian 

320 gull point 

Benicia, California 945i O 
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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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Development 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, tl1is 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over i .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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climate 
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In census data demonstrates that a vast of 

people who will be rnn,'lr>1CO by project live in 

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, I respectfully 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: 

Million, 

Jacquie Lowell <jlowell.improv@juno.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:46 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am yet another Californian deeply concerned about permitting oil trains to 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jacquie Lowell 

3766 Southview Drive #250 

San Diego, California 92117-5338 
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Am 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 

Benicia Department 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am to express concern over Valera'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 

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, 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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of color. Approving this project will only add to a of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this E!R and reject Valera'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: 

Principal 

Million, 

georgia carver <carvergl@att.net> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:11 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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environmental low-income and communities 

of color. Approving project will only add to a legacy of 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

georgia carver 

2628 furminy 

rancho cordova, California 95670 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Debra Little <debralittlel@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:15 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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For all reasons, I 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 Little 

PO box 2i83 

Nevada City, California 95959 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

lynda leigh <lynda.leighl@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:19 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 al! 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, 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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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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Principal 

Million, 

Catherine McCoy <auragoldl@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:24 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Department 

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 E!R, 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, 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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For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Community 

I am writing to express my graveconcern about Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the this project would create . 
several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate the 

community. This, alone, is absolutely unacceptable. 

Sincerely, 

sara rajan 

100 N. Rodeo Gulch 

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 

Principal Planner, 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Community 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to 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-1 ·17 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker 

cars. The E!R must assume 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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environmental communities - and communities 
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For all reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Ana Paula Fernandes 

705 Mendocino Way 

Redwood City, California 94065 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

Michelle OM <michelleom@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:26 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

I am writing to express my opposition to Valera'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 E!R points to significant and unavoidable air impacts from toxins and 

known carcinogens including increased pollution from !\lOx, sulfur dioxide, 

PM 2.5, and benzene. 

According to 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-1 '17 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. 

I urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR 

and reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Jon Spitz <plantbased.js@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:32 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

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 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, 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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For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jon Spitz 

401 Steele Lane 

this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

Laytonvil!e, 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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Million. 

Dear Mrs. 

Scott Cuyjet <ycstah@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:37 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

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 al! 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, 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. 

1 



The revised EIR and climate 
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to an reduction of 
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gas 2050. At a time when wildfires 

are is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

in clean energy rather than extreme oil 

In of census data 

this 

environmental communities - low-income and communities 

of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Million, 

Gerardo Fuentes <konshess@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:43 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



to an 

are 

in 

gas 2050. At a time 

more dire than ever, 

rather than extreme oil 

In of census data 

who will be this in 

environmental justice communities - low-income 

wildfires 

we invest 

of 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Gerardo Fuentes 

11 O College Rd 

Watsonville, California 95076 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

jeremy trance <jeremyfrancel8635@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:52 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Planner, Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million. 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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 can not be approved. 
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The identifies and 

to an gas 2050. At a time when wildfires 

are and the is more dire than ever. it is mr.or".:lt!\ we 

in clean energy rather than extreme oil 

In of census data of 

environmental 

this 

communities - low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project only add to a legacy environmental 

racism in communities along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

jeremy france 

2655 Stonehaven pl 

West covina, California 91792 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Carlotta Tiniakoff <cuptintoo@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:05 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Planner, Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

l am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the El 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-i 17 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over i .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 climate 

to an 

are 

reduction of 

and the 

2050. At a time when 

is more dire than ever, it is 

in clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure. 

in census data demonstrates that a vast of 

this !ive in 

environmental primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Carlotta Tiniakoff 

PO Box 1799 

La Mirada, California 90637 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million. 

Dear Mrs. 

Mal Gaff <malgaff@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:09 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

I am to express concern over Valero's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, 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. 

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 long-term economic loss, and contamination 

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

unacceptable. 

The EIR also assumes the '\,vorst 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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to an 

are 

In 

EIR climate 

a time when 

is more 

rather than extreme 

census data dernonstrates that a vast of 

live 

environmental communities - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will only add to a of environmental 

racism in communities along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Mai Gaff 

801 W. Ocean Ave 

Lompoc, California 93436 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

jayne Pitchford <ladyenyaj@hotmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:10 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Principal Planner, 

Million. 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Development Department 

I am writing to express concern over Valera'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 al! 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, 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 

with 

to an At a time when 

are is more we invest 

in than extreme oil 

In of census data demonstrates of 

live in 

- primariiy low-income and communities 

of color. this will only add to a of environmental 

racisrn in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this E!R and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

jayne Pitchford 

1144 12th St Apt 205 

santa monica, California 90403 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear 

Pam Cartwright <pcpoetplace@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:14 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development Amy 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over i .6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker 

cars. The must assume 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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and 

to an 2050. At a time when wildfires 

are and is more dire than ever. it is 

in clean energy than extreme oil 

In census 

nc:,,r,n,o who will be impacted 

demonstrates 

nrr,11:::i,~T live in 

invest 

environmental justice communities -

color. Approving this project will 

low-income and communities 

to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Pam Cartwright 

2755 Commercial St. SE 

Salem, Oregon 97302 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

Pamela Hall <pamela.hall@sbbmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:14 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Development 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 ls 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 

to an 

are 

in 

and 

is more dire than ever, it is 

clean energy rather than extreme oil 

climate 

the state move 

when wildfires 

we invest 

In of census demonstrates that a vast 

who will be this project live in 

environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and 

of color. Approving this project will add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living the rail routes, 

For all these reasons, I respectfully the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this and reject Valera'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: 

Million, 

Jason Hall <jasonmelohall@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:15 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Development Department 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the El 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-1 i7 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, 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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revised EiR identifies 
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are 
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reduction of 2050. At a time when \M!!rm,roc, 

is more than ever, it is 

rather than extreme oil 

!n census data demonstrates 

by this nrr\lC>l~T live in 

communities - low-income and communities 

of color. this project will add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jason Hall 

259 Sunol St 

California, California 95020 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Carole Gonsalves <carolejg@mac.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:16 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

l am writing to express deep concern over Valera's oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create 

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate 

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, 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 EIR and 

to an 80% a time when wildfires 

are is more dire than ever, it is we invest 
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this project live in 

environmental - primarily low-income and communities 

of Approving this project will add to a legacy of 

racism in communities rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and 

terminal in 

Sincerely, 

Carole Gonsalves 

1497 Los Rios Dr 

San Jose, California 95120 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Dear Mrs. 

Heidi Trinkle <liggig@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:20 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

It is time California led the nation in off fossil fuels. A great start is 

by not allowing oil trains to travel anywhere California families reside. 

I am concerned over Valera'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 El 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over i .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. an accurate worst case scenario 

this project can not be approved. 
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In of census data demonstrates that a vast of 

this 
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of color. Approving this project will 

racism in communities living along 

low-income and communities 

add to a of environmental 

rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Heidi Trinkle 

657 Lyndon 

Monterey, California 93940 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

Janice Flatto <janiceflatto@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:26 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Development 

I am writing to express concern over Valero's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the this project would create 

several "significant and 

community. 

impacts" that could devastate my 

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 ElR, 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, 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 and 
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are 

clean energy than extreme oil 

in of census data demonstrates that a vast of 

project in 

environmental 

of color. Approving this """~' ·, will only add to a of environmental 

racism in along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

Council to not 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Janice F!atto 

945 Wright St 

Santa Rosa, 95404 

this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 
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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, 

Million, 

Community 

Dear Mrs. 

I am to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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. 

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 

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, 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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For all reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and 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: 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

Antonio Buensuceso <antoniobuensuceso@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:34 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

I am writing to express deep concern over Vaiero's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the El 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 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 E!R 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 can not be approved. 
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For all these reasons, I respectfully urge Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Antonio Buensuceso 

12901 Francine Terrace 

Poway, California 92064 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

cassie barr <cbatloom@aol.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:37 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am to express concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to t11e EIR, H1is project would create 

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my 

community. 

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create 

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

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 watervvays.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, 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, 

project can not be approved. 
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environmental 
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unavoidable" climate 
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is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

than extreme oil 

demonstrates 

- primarily and communities 

wiil add to a legacy of 

racism in living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in 

Sincerely, 

cassie barr 

3668 38th ave 

oakland, California 9 
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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 Valera'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-i 17 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, 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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is more dire H1an ever, it is 

extreme oil 

In addition, of census data demonstrates 

state move 

we invest 

a vast of 

people who will be 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Carrie Staton 

120 Summit Drive 

Santa Cruz, California 95060 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Thomas Snell <tsnell@got.net> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:39 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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that 

to an 

ElR and climate 

the state move 

2050. At a time when wildfires 

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

in than extreme oil 

In census data demonstrates that a vast 

people who will be impacted 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. I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Snell 

860 Pinetree Ln 

Aptos, California 95003 

2 



Am 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the ElR, 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-1 i 7 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, 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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that 

to an 
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in 

In 

state move 

At a time when 

is more dire than ever, it is 

extreme oil 

census data demonstrates of 

by this project live in 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this ElR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Coahran 

220 West K St. Apt. 1 

Los Banos, 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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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to an 

are 

in 

In 

who will be 

is more dire we invest 

than extreme oil 

demonstrates a vast of 

live in EPA-designated 

environmental justice - 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Sarnmarye Lewis 

PO Bx 26331 

San Jose, California 95 i 59 
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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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Department Amy 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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people who will be impacted by 
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of 

environmental communities - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will only add to a of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For a!I these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret Tilden (me) 

P.O. Box 150733 

San Rafael, California 94915 
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Am 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, 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Community Development Amy 

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 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 impacts from "hazardous 

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

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 

1 



in 

The EIR also assumes the "worst 

economic and 

is 

is a spill of 8 tanker cars, 

or The train that incinerated 

in 2013 over 1.6 of or 60 

cars. The EIR must assume 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 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 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jan Cecil 

2923 Ashby Ave 

Berkeley, California 94705 
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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, 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Community Department Amy 

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 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, 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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than extreme oil 
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live in 

justice communities - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving will only to a environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Katie Levine 

1335 clay st apt 5 

san francisco, California 94109-4 i 84 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Jody Weisenfeld <jodweis@comcast.net> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:15 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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 t11e "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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that 
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reduction of 
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c!irnate 

the state move 

At a time when 

is more dire than ever, it is 

than extreme oil 

In of census data demonstrates a vast 

people who be impacted this project live in EPA-designated 

environmental communities - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jody Weisenfeld 

994 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 

Million. 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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are 

in 

the state move 

gas 2050. At a time when 

is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

than extreme oil 

In of census data demonstrates of 

be this live in 

justice communities - low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

seb Baum 

1109 ozone dr 

USA, California 95407 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Kim Bethel <KimBHI99@hotmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:23 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Va!ero's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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, 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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to an reduction of At a time when wildfires 

are 

in 

In 
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environmental communities - low-income and 

we invest 

of 

of color. Approving this will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Kim Bethel 

18626 ridgedale 

Madera, California 93638 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

Rosiris Paniagua <rosiris_paniagua@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:36 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Development 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 ElR 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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EIR and 

to an 2050. At a time when wildfires 

are is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

than extreme oil 

In of census data demonstrates of 

by this live in 

environmental communities - low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will only add to a of environmental 

racism in communities living along the raii routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Principal 

Million, 

samuel popailo <samuel_popailo@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:39 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 rail route and near the refinery. 

The EIR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts 

toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx. 

sulfur dioxide, PM 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. 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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For all reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this and reject Valera'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: 

Million. 

Ann Thompson <thechinadolls2@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:39 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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 al! 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, 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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EIR and climate 

law 
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are 
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reduction of 2050. At a time when wildfires 

is more dire than ever. it is we invest 

rather than extreme oil 

environmental communities and communities 

of color. Approving project \Nill add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living aiong the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Principal 

Million, 

Brad Nelson <bwnssurfn7@hotmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:40 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express opposition over Valera'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 toxic 

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

The E!R 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 watervvays. 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, 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 
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reduction of 

who 

environmental 

of color. Approving this 

and unavoidable" climate 

2050. At a time when 

than ever, it is 

than extreme oil 

of 

this project live in 

low-income and 

will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Brad Nelson 

333 Sunset Dr. 

Oxnard, California 93035 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Joel Meza <jdemeza@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:00 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Development 

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, 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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EIR and climate 

state move 

2050. At a time when 

we invest 

to an 

are 

in ratt1er than extreme oil 

In 

this project live in 

rr,nn,onT".:l justice - primarily 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Joel Meza 

P. 0. Box 210'144 

San Francisco, California 94121 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

Kelsey Baker <klsbkr777@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:03 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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 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 watervvays.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, 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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environmental communities - primarily 
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For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning 

we invest 

and communities 

of environmental 

and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in 

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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

R Garcia 

543 Felton Way 

San Luis Obispo, California 93405 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Martin Diedrich <martin@keancoffee.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:08 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to concern over 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 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, 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 

t!1at 
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is more dire than ever, it is are 

in rather than extreme oil 
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environmental communities - low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this will add to a of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil 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 <loisdar1776@roadrunner.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:09 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

I am writing to express deep concern over 

offloading facility in According to the 

proposed oil train 

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 

toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from 

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 E!R 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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is more dire we 
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of color. Approving this 

racism in communities 

will add to a legacy of environmental 

along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

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 

Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to 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 E!R 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 E!R 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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environmental 
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demonstrates of 
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add to a environmental 

the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I'm pretty sure you know that 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 Valera's 

proposed oil train terminal. 

For all the reasons articulated below I urge you to recognize that the 

highest value is supporting all life, not corporations and their economic 

projections. 

According to the 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 watervvays.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 The train that incinerated 

1 



in 2013 over 1 of tanker 

cars. EIR must assume a 

data on recent Without an accurate worst case 

this 

The unavoidable" 

the state move 

to an At a time when 

are and the is more dire than ever, it is 

in clean energy ratl1er than extreme oil 

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast of 

people who will be impacted this project 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 al! these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Orr 

2241 4th avenue 

sacramento, California 95818 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Karen Jenne <kajenha_1999@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:27 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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 ElR identifies 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-i 17 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, 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 

to an 

are 

2050. At a time 

is more dire than ever. it is 

in clean energy rather than oil 

In of census data demonstrates that a vast 

this live in 

of 

communities - low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Karen Jenne 

2012 La Fremontia 

South Pasadena, California 91030 

2 



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 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am vvriting to express concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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 significant and unavoidable air impacts from 

toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, 

sulfur dioxide, PM 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, 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 
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this 
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of 

of color. Approving project will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Rev. Joe Futterer 

122 Pueblo Ln 

Topanga. California 90290 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Jennifer Hayes <xandysmom@aol.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:38 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express 

offloading facility in 

concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

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 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, 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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a time wl1en 
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demonstrates that a vast of 

low-income and communities 

add to a legacy of 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

The health of our community is not sale: Bringing oil trains into Benicia 

will create unacceptable increases 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 

, Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am to express concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to this would create 

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" 

community. 

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create 

could devastate my 

increases in 

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 watervvays.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, 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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For all reasons, I respectfully urge Planning Commission and 

City Council to not this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

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 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express concern over Valera'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 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-1 i7 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, 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 EIR and 

to an reduction of 

are and the ' rl' IS more ulfe 

in clean energy 

In census data demonstrates 
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of color. this will 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I urge the 

a time when wildfires 

nAf'.ClT!Hl" we invest 

of 

and communities 

of environmental 

Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Principal 

Million, 

Nanlouise Mr. Stephen Zunes and Ms. Nanlouise Wolfe <nlzwolfe@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 10:53 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million. 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this project would create 

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate n1y 

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, 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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revised EIR 

to an 

are 

in 

In 

and climate 

2050. At a time when 

is more dire than ever, it is 

extrerne oii 

of census data demonstrates 

by this live in 

environmental communities - low-income 

we invest 

of 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Nanlouise Mr. Stephen Zunes and Ms. Nanlouise Wolfe 

820 Western Drive 

Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
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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, 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Community Development Department 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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 

to an 

are 

in 

In 

El ciimate 

reduction of a time when 

is more than ever, it is 

rather extreme 

of census data of 

who will be impacted by this nrr"a,~, 

environmental justice communities - 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, I 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: 

Principai 

Million, 

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 

Benicia Community Department 

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-1 i7 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over 'I .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 



The revised 

to an 80% 

are 

in 

In 

clean energy 

people who will be 

gas 

is more dire 

than extreme oil 

census data 

this project live in 

climate 

move 

a time when 

of 

environmental - primarily 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, I respectfully the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

J. Michael "Mike" Henderson 

12979 Rancho Penasquitos Blvd. 

San Diego, California 92129 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million. 

nancy morgan <nmorgan@dc.rr.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:17 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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to an 

are 

in 

In 

EIR 

with California's 

reduction of 

the is more than ever. it is 

clean energy ratl1er extreme oil infrastructure. 

of census data demonstrates 

who will be impacted this project live in 

wildfires 

we invest 

of 

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 al! these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Amy 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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 and 

to an 

are is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

in extreme oil 

In of census data demonstrates of 

live in 

environmental - primarily low-income and 

of color. Approving this only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I 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 Alley 

3553 Atlantic Avenue 

Long Beach, California 90807 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Gerald Lysne <glysne@aol.com> 
Thursday, September 24, 2015 11:33 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Community Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the E!R, 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, 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 and 

that 1.,vith California's 

to an 80% reduction of 

are the is more dire 

in clean energy rather 

when wildfires 

we 

In a vast of 

people who will be impacted this nr''""·~· live in EPA-designated 

environmental justice communities - 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald Lysne 

2102 Redgap Ct. 

Encinitas, California 92024 

2 



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 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Benicia Department 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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 

that 

gas 2050. At a time when to an 

are 

with 

reduction of 

and the 

clean energy 

is more dire we invest 

in t11an extreme oil 

In of census data demonstrates that a vast of 

..,u,.,,,,.,u by this project live in 

environmental 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Amy 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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, 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 EIR 

that conflict with 

to an 80% reduction of 

are and the 

in clean energy 

In 

people who will be m~Y'""ra 

and 

lavv 

2050. At a time 

is more dire than ever, it is 

than extreme oil 

demonstrates a vast 

we invest 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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, 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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EIR 

with 

to an reduction of 

are is more dire than ever, it is 

in energy rather than extreme oil 

In addition, census data 

who will be impacted by this project live in 

environmental justice communities - primarily !ow-income and 

of 

of color. Approving this project only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jason Thomas 

3710 Laurel St 

Shasta Lake, California 96019 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Michael Tomczyszyn <mtomczyszyn@hotmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:00 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Community Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

l am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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 

that 

to an 80% 

are 

in 

and 

than ever. it is 

extreme oil 

climate 

the state move 

when wildfires 

we invest 

In addition, of census data demonstrates a vast of 

who will project live in EPA-designated 

n,c,nt,:,1 justice - 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 al! these reasons, I 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 Tomczyszyn 

243 Ramsel! 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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development 

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-1 i7 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, 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 

to an 

are 

in 

In 

people who will be 

is more dire than ever, it is 

than extreme oil infrastructure. 

of census data demonstrates that a vast 

live in 

wildfires 

we invest 

of 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

J. Atwell 

2401 W. Clark Ave. 

Burbank, CA 91506 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Sara Fogan <calminsensehypnosis@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:04 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development Department 

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 al! 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, 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 and climate 

state move 

to an gas 2050. At a time when 

are is more dire than ever, it is 

rather than extreme oil infrastructure. 

In census data demonstrates that a vast of 

people who will be impacted by this live in 

environmental justice communities - low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project wiil only add to a legacy environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Sara Fagan 

POB 55552 

Santa Clarita, California 91385 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Claire Mortifee <claire_mortifee@hotmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:35 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Department Arny 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



EIR climate 
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are 

in 

is more dire than ever, it is 

than extreme oil 

In census data ""'''1 "''" 

people who will be impacted live in 

we invest 

of 

environmental justice communities - primarily low-income communities 

of color. Approving this project will add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Claire Mortifee 

640 Rue Prince Arthur Ouest 

Montreal, British Columbia v6n 1 n 1 

2 



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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Development Department 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



The revised EiR identifies and climate 

state move 

to an At a time when 

are is more dire than ever. it is we invest 

In census data 

people who will be by this project live in 

environmental justice communities - primarily 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Kathy Zelaya 

337 W. California Ave. #6 

Glendale, California 91203 

2 



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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Development 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 
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people who will be 
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ciimate lavv 

gas 2050. At a time when 

is more dire than ever. 

extreme oil 

census data 

this project in 

of 

environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will only add to a legacy environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For al! these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Suzanne Sutton 

3 calle del Onda 

Stinson Beach, 94970 

2 



Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Clara pichi Goossens <fmthclara@verizon.net> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:49 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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 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, 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. 

1 



The revised EIR and 

·+• Wl,fl state rnove 

to an gas 2050. At a time when wildfires 

are is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

in 

In demonstrates tliat a vast of 

project live in 

communities - low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project will only add to a 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the 

of environmental 

Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Clara pichi Goossens 

335 LA Familia circle 

hemet, California 92545 

2 



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 

Million. 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Community 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil 

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 25, and benzene. 

According to the EIR, the cumulative risk of spills, explosions, and fires 

along the UPRR mainline "would be significant for a!I of the tank car 

designs," including the not-yet-built DOT-1 "17 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, 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 reflects existing 

data on recent spills. Without an accurate vvorst case scenario analysis, 

this project can not be approved. 

1 



The revised EIR 

to an 

are 

in 

In 

people who will be 

2050. At a time when 

is more dire than ever 1 it is 

rather than extreme oil 

of census data demonstrates that a vast of 

this project live in 

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 the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely 1 

Peter Lee 

3910 Fulton Street 

San Francisco, California 94·11 s 

2 



Am 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 ElR 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. 

1 



revised E identifies climate 

that 

to an 80% reduction of 2050. ,A,t a time when 

are and the is more dire than ever. it is 

in clean energy raU1er extreme oil infrastructure. 

In of census data demonstrates of 

this live in 

environmental communities primarily low-income and 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this E!R and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Chimey Lee 

1501 Blake Street #306 

Berkeley, California 94703-1888 

2 



Am 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 

Benicia Community 

Dear fVlrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to 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, 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. 

1 
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For ail these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in 

Sincerely. 

Michal Lynch 

889 San Antonio Creek Rd 

Santa Barbara. California 93111 

2 



Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Bethany Schulze <killertigeress@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:55 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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 E!R 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. 

1 



revised EiR climate 

to an 80% 2050. At a time when 

are 

in 

is more dire vve invest 

than extreme 

In of census data demonstrates that a vast of 

environmental communities - low-income and ~~~~r.,, 

of color. Approving this project oniy add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission 

City Council to not certify this E!R and Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in 

Sincerely, 

Bethany Schulze 

P.O. Box 8043 

Santa Cruz, California 95061 

2 



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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



to an 

are 

In 

reduction of 2050. At a time when 

is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

than extreme oil 

of census data demonstrates 

this project live in 

environmental communities - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons. I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this ElR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen Kuczynski 

25402 Shoshone Dr. 

Lake Forest, California 92630 

2 



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 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



revised EIR and climate 

that 

to an 80% f\t a time when 

are is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

rather than extreme oil 

in 

nrr,nrno,nt<:> justice 

of color. Approving this 

demonstrates that a vast of 

live in 

- primarily low-income and communities 

will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Gilbert 

1037 N. Rice Rd. 

Ojai, California 93023 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Donna Watson < Donna_ Watson2000@yahoo.com > 
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:49 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development Department 

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 '\,vorst 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. 

1 



The 
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climate 
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is more dire than ever, it is 

than extreme oil 

census data of 

this 

environmental 

of color. 

communities - low-income and communities 

this project will add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in 

Sincerely, 

Donna Watson 

2676 Stonecreek Dr. 

Sacramento, California 95833 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Matt Schlegel <mschlegel@sakinoconsulting.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:01 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Development Department 

Dear Mrs. Million 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the El 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, 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. 

1 
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of color. Approving this project will add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Matt Schlegel 

349 Iris Way 

Palo Alto, California 94303 

and reject Valera's proposed oil train 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million. 

Cindy Koch <ck55@verizon.net> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:16 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am wri_ting to express 

offloading facility in 

concern over Valera's proposed oil 

According to the EIR, this project 

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could 

community. 

create 

my 

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, 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 spiils. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis, 

this project can not be approved. 
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EIR and climate 
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In census data demonstrates that a vast of 

this 

environmental justice communities - low-income and 

of color. this project will only add to a of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Million, 

bob nace <robertnace512@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 4:15 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Community Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express 

offloading facility in 

concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

According to the 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 I\JOx, 

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, 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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racism in communities living the 
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to a legacy environmental 

routes. 

For all these reasons, I roc·ncl"'IT! 

City Council to not certify this 

urge the Planning Commission and 

and reject Valera'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: 

Principal 

Million, 

Ros Giliam <rosandtex@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:34 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development 

Dear Mrs, Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Va!ero'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 E!R 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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are 

In 

is more dire than ever, it is 

rather than extreme oil 

demonstrates 

tl1is project live in 

we invest 

of 

environmental 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

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: 

Million, 

Arthur Delgadillo <ferro56@ca.rr.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 4:16 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, this would create 

"significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my 

community. 

Bringing oil trains into Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic 

air pollution for communities al! 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, 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 climate 
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are is more dire than ever, it is ' L we invest 

in than extreme 

In of census data demonstrates of 

- primarily low-income and communities 

of color. this will only add to a legacy environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully 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 907·15 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

AG Gilmore <ag_gilmore@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 4:24 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I arn writing to express concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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, 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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For all these reasons, I respectfully the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this and reject Valera'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: 

Million, 

michael bordenave <mbordenave5467@att.net> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 5:55 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Planner, Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am 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, 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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environmental 
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will only add to a of environmental 
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For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not this and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

michael bordenave 

951 n adoline 

fresno, California 
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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 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in According to this project would create 

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my 

community. 

Bringing oil trains into 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 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 tt1e "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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For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Ellen Phillips 

2550 Dana St 3C 

Berkeley, California 94704 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Paul Richards <pauldr44@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 6:14 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am to express concern over Valera'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 tt,e 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over i .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 climate 
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are more dire 

than extreme oil ,nn·~,c:·,·,i 

In census data demonstrates of 

this live in 

low-income and 

of color. this project will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Paul Richards 

551 Radnor Road 

Oakland, California 94606 
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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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker 

cars. The E!R must assume 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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For all these reasons. I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in 

Sincerely, 

Kendra Brooks 

249 16 

Seal beach, California 90740 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Phil Ritter <philr@sonic.net> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 6:26 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Planner. Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the ElR, 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, 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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reduction of 
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of 
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racism in communities living along the rail routes, 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in 

Sincerely, 

Phil Ritter 

225 Locust Street SST-6 

Sausalito, California 94965 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million. 

Jane Barbarow <barbarow@juno.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 6:27 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the El 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, 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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add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Benicia Community Development 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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 E!R, 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 E!R 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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For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jamila Garrecht 

620 E St 

Petaluma, California 94952 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Shelley Alonso <maywolf@mac.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:07 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valero's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the this project would create 

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate 

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, 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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are 
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census data demonstrates 
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of 
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of color. Approving this project will add to a legacy of 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Benicia Department 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the 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, 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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For all these reasons, l respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not this E!R and Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

vance arquilla 

4121 mildred 

los angeles, California 90066 
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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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express concern over Valera's proposed oil 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 tracking 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 us live in or the 1 %s? 
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What costs 

Who 

Solar fuels most areas if you 

remove the Oil and Coal have been 

in rrrn,,n"''" many of 

career-oriented of the short term minimum 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. I lived for 3 years and went to university 50 miles 

from Lac-Megantic, Quebec where in July 2013 a spilled over 1.6 

million gallons crude from the US Bakkan oil 

cars and murdered 47 

would happen in Benicia? 

and 

about SIXTY tanker 

the downtown. What 

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 

such a conflagration. 

fumes of 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to NOT certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

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 so, 

across the state and country. 

2 

to industrial wastelands 



Dr. L.A. 

Los 90042 
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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 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to 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. 

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 al! 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, 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 

to an At a time when 

are is more dire 

in 

In of census data demonstrates that a vast of 

this live in 

communities - !ow-income and communities 

of color. will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

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 

Benicia 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express concern over Valera's proposed oil 

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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over 1.6 million gallons of crude, or about 60 tanker 

cars. The E!R must assume 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 

to an 

are 

in 

In addition, 

2050. a time wi1en 

is more dire than ever, 

oil 

of census data demonstrates of 

this live in 

communities - low-income and ~~~~m 

of color. this only add to a environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis Presson 

1560 Sacramento St. Apt. C 

San Francisco, California 94109-3899 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

I am 

sidney ramsden scott <sramsdenscott@hotmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:40 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia 

to express concern over Valera's oil train 

offloading facility in According to the El this project would create 

several "significant and unavoidable impacts" that could devastate my 

community. 

Bringing oil trains into will create unacceptable increases in toxic 

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

The EIR identifies several and unavoidable air impacts from 

toxins and known carcinogens including increased from NOx, 

sulfur dioxide, PM and benzene. 

According to the 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, 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. an accurate worst case scenario analysis. 

this project can not be approved. 
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"significant and climate impacts revised EIR 

that conflict with 

to an 80% 

climate law the state move 

2050. At a time when wildfires 

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

in rather than extreme oil 

In addition, of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of 

people who will be by this project live in EPA-designated 

environmental 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

sidney ramsden scott 

p.o.box 3963 

carmel, California 93921 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

Rob Seltzer < rsscpa@earthlink.net> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:46 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community Development 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's 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 risk is also 

unacceptable. 

The E!R 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. 

1 



The revised 

that 

to an 80% reduction of 

are 

in 

and 

clean 

and 

law the state move 

gas by 2050. At a time when \Alllrinrc,c 

is more dire than ever, it is imperative we invest 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Seltzer 

18408 Clifftop Way 

Malibu, California 90265 
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Am 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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Department 

My family and I are very worried over Valero's proposed oil 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 Benicia will create unacceptable increases in toxic 

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

The ElR identifies several significant and unavoidable air impacts from 

toxins and known carcinogens including increased pollution from NOx, 

sulfur dioxide, PM 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, 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 Without an accurate worst case scenario 

this project can not be approved. 

The revised EIR identifies ''significant and unavoidable" climate impacts 

that conflict with existing climate law mandating the state move 
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to an 

are raging and 

in safe, clean 

of Ata 

drought is more dire than ever, it is 

than extreme oil 

In addition. of census data demonstrates 

people who will be impacted by this project live in 

when wildfires 

we 

of 

environmental justice communities - primarily low-income 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil 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 Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. 

I am to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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 EIR 

conflict with 

to an 

are 

in safe, clean 

and impacts 

climate mandating the state move 

gas 2050. At a time when wildfires 

is more dire than ever, it is we 

than extreme oil 

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of 

people who will be 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Shannon Leap 

459 Hillside Lane 

Santa Monica, California 90402 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Million, 

emanuela sala <emanuela.sala@fastwebnet.it> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 7:59 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Benicia Community 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express concern over Valera'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 E!R 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 [s 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, 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 refiects existing 

data on recent spills. Without an accurate worst case scenario analysis, 

this project can not be approved. 
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revised EIR 

that conflict with 

to an reduction of 

are 

in clean 

and 

by 2050. At a time 

is more dire than ever, it is 

than extreme oil infrastructure. 

the state move 

we invest 

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of 

people who will be impacted this live in EPA-designated 

environmental justice communities - low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project wiil only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

emanuela sala 

via caviana 2 

verano brianza, 20843 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tara Karnath <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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I oppose Valera's proposed oil train offloading facility in Benicia. 

to the , 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-1 '17 cars. Such a disaster could 

result in significant loss of life, long-term economic loss, and contamination 

of our precious wetlands and waterv<1ays. 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 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 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 gas by 2050. At a time when wildfires 
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are is more dire than ever. it is we invest 

in clean energy than extreme oil 

Analysis of census data of who 

will be impacted this project iive in environmental 

communities - primarily low-income and communities of color. 

Approving this project only add to a legacy of environmental racism in 

communities living the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Tara Karnath 

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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Department 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the ElR, this project 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-i 17 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, 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 

that conflict 

and 

climate law 

climate impacts 

state move 

to an 80% reduction 

are raging and 

gas 2050. At a time when 

is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

in safe, clean than extreme oil 

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of 

who will be impacted by this project live in 

environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. Approving this project only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valero's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Ela Gotkowska 

gorkiego 91 

t6z, Woj. t6dzkie 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Amy 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 watervvays.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, 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 

that conflict with 

to an reduction of 

and climate 

climate law state move 

2050. a time when wildfires 

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

in clean energy rather than extreme oil infrastructure. 

In addition, analysis of census data demonstrates that a vast majority of 

people who will be impacted 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 along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Joe Weis 

1551 W Flora Ave 

Reedley, California 93654-2742 
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Am 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

l am writing to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil 

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 E!R 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, 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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In addition, of census data demonstrates a vast majority of 

people who will be by this project live in EPA-designated 

environmental 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Janice Gloe 

3100 Guido Street 

Oakland, California 94602 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Million, 

Father William Connor <frwillconnor@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 8:12 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Planner, Benicia Community Development 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

Amy 

I am to express deep concern over Valera's proposed oil train 

offloading facility in Benicia. According to the EIR, tl1is 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-1 i7 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, Quebec 

in July 2013 spilled over i .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 EIR and climate 

that conflict existing climate law the state move 

to an 80% reduction of gas by 2050. At a 

are is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

in safe, clean than extreme oil infrastructure. 

In analysis of census demonstrates a vast majority of 

people who will be 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Father William Connor 

2500 E 2nd St 

Long Beach, California 90803 
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Am Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Principal 

Michele Coakley <mygacky@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 8:18 AM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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 dont,+·,"""' and climate 

that conflict climate law the state move 

to an reduction of gas 2050. At a time when 1.Nildfires 

are 

in clean 

is more dire than ever, it is we invest 

rather than extreme oil 

In addition, census data demonstrates that a vast majority of 

people who will be impacted this project live in EPA-designated 

environmental justice communities - primarily low-income and communities 

of color. this project will only add to a legacy of environmental 

racism in communities living along the rail routes. 

For all these reasons, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I 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 

2 



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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 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, 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. 

5 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 angel! <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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

j angel! 

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 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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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! I am writing to express deep 

concern over Valera'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-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 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Fran Watson 

9734 Jamacha Blvd 

Spring Valley, California 91977 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Thomas Scott <tscott@rialto.kl2.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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 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 Valera'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, 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, I 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Mortimer Glasgal 

1501 Santa Barbara St. Apt. E 

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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

33 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Roz goldstein 

125 corte anita 

greenbrae, California 94904 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Melissa Flower <melissa.flower@sonic.net> 
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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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-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 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Dan McCoy 

5817 Dryden Place 

Carlsbad, California 92008 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Margaret Murray <writewordspress@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 9:12 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Janet G Heinle 

104 7 Lincoln Blvd #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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Derwingson 

1945 Rosalia Rd 

Los Angeles, California 90027 

54 



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 Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Cliff Johnson 

801 Arnold Way Apt 308 

Half Moon Bay, Colorado 94019-2386 

58 



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 Valera'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, 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. 

59 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 <glenn@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 to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 <epona4@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-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 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Littlefield 

41 O 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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. 

69 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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@lmi.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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

John Gasperoni 

1830 francisco 

berkeley, California 94 703-1313 

78 



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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Ellen Segal 

1066 San Jacinto Way 

Palm Springs, California 92262-5827 
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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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

helen salyers 

po box 630 

mill valley, 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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-rail project 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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-'1 '17 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, Quebec 

in July 20'13 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. 

85 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Candace Batten 

2431 Altman St. 

Los Angeles, California 90031 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Yves Decargouet <countzerolOO@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 10:12 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 Valera'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, 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, I 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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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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Donato 

200 Riverside Ave. 

Ben Lomond, California 95005 

92 



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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Patricia Mclaughlin 

430 Castano Ave 

Pasadena, California 91107 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Claudia Wornum <claudiawornum@comcast.net> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 10:19 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Claudia Wornum 

11780 Cranford Way 

Oakland , California 94605 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Suzanne DJohnson <suzannedj3@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 10:20 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 Valera'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, 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. 

99 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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.lt> 
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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I 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 94109-7095 
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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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Rebecca Barker 

936 W. Foothill Blvd., 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 <iquitoz@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 Valera'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, 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. 

113 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Paul McNeely 

689 E. Ladera 

Pasadena, California 91104 
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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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am alarmed at Valera's proposed oil 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 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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

David Broadwater 

6604 Portola Road 

Atascadero, California 93422 

122 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ted Fishman <tedlOOOO@hotmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 10:48 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 Valera'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, 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, I 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 95123 
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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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Evan Jane Kriss 

26 Cloud View Road 

Sausalito , California 94965 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Georgia Kahn <georgiakahn@grnail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:10 AM 
Arny 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Tim Taylor 

2330 Camden Ave. 

Los Angeles, California 90064 

139 



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 Valera'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, 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. 

140 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Adel 

681 Knight Drive 

Benicia, California 9451 O 
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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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Diane Knight 

22801 Marlin Pl 

West Hills, California 91307 
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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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

James Corriere 

1662 Main St 

Brawley , California 92227 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jeriene Walberg <jerienewalberg621@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 11:49 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I 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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Ethan Buckner 

5915 Telegraph Ave #3 

Oakland, California 94609 
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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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Karen Kirschling 

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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

171 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Michael! 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 Valera'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 I 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, 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 
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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, I 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 Michaeli 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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Pamela Scott 

167 Teilh Dr 

Boulder Creek, California 95006 
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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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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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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. I 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Laura Overmann 

508 El Camino Real #4 

Burlingame, California 94010-5141 

6 



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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Louise McGuire 

3706 Los flares Ave 

Concord, California 94519 
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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 Valera'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, 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. 

11 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Anita Coolidge 

1327 Caminita Septimo 

Cardiff, California 92007 

12 



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, I am very deeply concerned over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Mha Atma S. Khalsa 

1536 S Crest Dr. 

Los Angeles, California 90035-3314 

2 



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 Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Dwight Barry 

3185 Contra Loma Blvd #201-A 

Antioch, California 94509 

2 



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 Arny 

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, 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. 

3 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Corrie Ellis 

714 GayleyWalk #103 

Goleta, California 93117 

4 



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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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,poo 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Mario Salgado 

1392 N Schooner Ln 

Anaheim, California 92801 

2 



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 Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Sylvia Hopkins 

114 W Bissell Ave 

Richmond, California 94801 

2 



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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I 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 

4 



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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Deborah Santone 

2963 Dorothy Drive 

Pleasant Hill, California 94523 
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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 Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Edward F Styborski 

1494 Versailles Dr 

Palm Springs, California 92264-5078 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Grothey <djgrothey@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:17 PM 
Amy Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail 

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, 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. 

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, I 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 Grothey 
1869 Scenic View Place 
Alpine, California 91901 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2gA/klwXAA/t. l qq/axavmqoJTeilQHG-aBGWT A/ o.gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Miranda Leiva <MWolfL@aol.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 12:27 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-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. 

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, I respectfully 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 Oaks, California 91423 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ o/3gA/kL wXAA/t. l qq/ qUc06NRAQcGxeEit4XHzMQ/ o .git> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dennis Peters <dgpent@aol.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:28 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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis Peters 
699 Avocet Way 
Arroyo Grande, California 93420 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ 4w A/klwXAA/t .1 qq/0ZehOskvSwWOJbOEEZp9 JQ/ o.gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Arlene Baker <baker_eliz@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 1:28 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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Arlene Baker 
2324 Blake St. 
Berkeley, California 94704 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/1 QA/klwXAA/t. lqq/WoMSOIBSRLC8vGBTuyOPFw/o.gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jane August <janeaugustlOO@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:05 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-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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jane August 
Pob 666 
Topanga, California 90290 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ o/3QA/kl wXAA/t. l qq/3DhiOZBXSd-seKo7 akNG5A/ o .gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

nancy riggleman <yellow93667@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:02 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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

nancy riggleman 
25136 tollhouse rd 
tollhouse, Colorado 936667 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ 6gA/kl wXAA/t. 1 qq/LlaPO 1 JGTXqv 5LtSq4j 19w / o .gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Christopher Stevens <cstevens74@aol.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:11 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-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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valero's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Stevens 
4387 Rigel Ave 
Lompoc, California 93436 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ o/Ow A/kl wXAA/t. 1 qq/nHprfbbkRf2jPz0AgS61DQ/ o.gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Victor L Lawrence <lawrencevm@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:14 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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera'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. l qq/QJW3flPXSEKzbQZnNzksKw/o.gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Susan Oldershaw < lottydah2002@yahoo.com > 

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:26 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 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, 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. 

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, I 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 Oldershaw 
770 Prospect Ave 
Oakland, California 94610 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/ 4w A/klwXAA/t. l qq/ 6bM4SSSjRj-XyFSjiXcyZg/ o .gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Patrick Mcintosh < mystery4afan@yahoo.com > 

Friday, September 25, 2015 2:27 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 Valera'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, Quebec in July 2013 spilled over l .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 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Mcintosh 
2543 l /2 Mesa Drive 
Oceaside CA, California 92054-37 l 2 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/2AA/klwXAA/t. l qq/o3pUEid_S8CLn5Xx91 KYrQ/o.gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Joan Sitnick <joansitnick@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 2:30 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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Joan Sitnick 
1697 4 Escalon Dr. 
Encino, California 91436 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/o/6AA/klwXAA/t. 1 qq/w2Mi 1 jOMSimNAnEYOn8AyQ/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 

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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

joe dadgari 

po box 492205 

los angeles, California 90049 

2 



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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Philip Johnston 

10 Carriage Lane 

Scotts Valley, California 95066-4700 

2 



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 Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I 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 

2 



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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 

Jeff Brody <jeffwbrody@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:03 PM 
Amy Million; Benicia Herald Editorial 
Please add to the public comments file re: crude oil by rail 

Dear Editor, City Manager, and City Planners, 

I am a resident of the Highlands, the Benicia neighborhood most immediately impacted by Valero, my neighbor 
to the east. 

Our city manager claims nothwithstanding, the industrial park is not the beginning and the end of Benicia. Nor 
is Benicia's economic output the only measure of our well-being. "Additional revenue" is meaningless, if 
getting it means we destroy our community. 

Here is a project that fails on every measure. Public safety is threatened. Environmental quality is 
reduced. And the raw material, tar-sands and bakken crude oil, should never have happened in the first 
place. For the planet's sake, this is oil that that should be left in the ground. We should not sanction the 
destruction of our planet for the sake of a private corporation's profit. 

Valero will survive. I wish them well. Let's thank them for their good works, and move on. Benicia will 
survive, too. Please say "no" to crude-by-rail. 

Sincerely yours, 

Jeff Brody 
10 La Cruz A venue 
Benicia, CA 94510 
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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 Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Tina Ann 

p.o. box 265 

Solinas 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Valera'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, 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, I 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jon Anderholm 

1600 Niestrath Road 

Cazadero, California 95421 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jill Cody <codyassoc@mac.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:09 PM 
Amy Million 
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? 

Jill 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis Young 

355 Beeker Ave. 

Shell Beach, Ca., 93449, California 93449 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Lucy Horwitz <lucyhorwitz@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:06 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-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. 

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, I 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 Horwitz 
410 S. Barrington 
LA, California 90049 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ of 5gA/klwXAA/t. l qq/xhOEiBaeRwalrOJyXDfD4g/ o.gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Elizabeth Guise <elizguise@yahoo.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 Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth Guise 
8300 Manitoba Street 
Playa del Rey, California 90293 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ o/Ow A/klwXAA/t. 1 qq/mHaO 7p-wTtecslJCWYoZV g/ o.gif> 
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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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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 

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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Carol Mone 

Box 223 

Trinidad, California 95570 
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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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Petkiewicz 

916 Wren Drive 

San Jose, California 95125 

2 



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 Valera'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, 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 ident(fies "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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Kennedy 

P.O. Box 29, 202 Lum Street 

Weott, California 95571 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Robert Forsythe <forsitel@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:20 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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Forsythe 
3351 Princeton Way 
Santa Clara, California 9 5051 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ o/3QA/klwXAA/t. l qq/Z_Rwsv-xS_iqrtdoxK3vnA/ o.gif> 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Courtney Gartin <cgartin_21@yahoo.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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Courtney Gartin 
1143 Trevino Terrace 
San Jose, California 95120 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ o/3gA/kL wXAA/t. 1 qq/-MzfskrrSJCsSIU4Eng3r A/ 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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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 ar:i 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

anne veraldi 

21 lapidge 

sf, California 9411 O 
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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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department Amy 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret T.M. Petkiewicz 

916 Wren Drive 

San Jose, California 95125 
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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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 Million 
RE: Public comment on Valero crude-by-rail project 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Christine Anderson 

1507 Purson Lane 

Lafayette, California 94549 
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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 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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 

Principal Planner, Benicia Community Development Department 

Million, 

Dear Mrs. Million, 

I am writing to express deep concern over Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera'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: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Amber Tidwell <etoile90230@yahoo.com> 
Friday, September 25, 2015 3:37 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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Amber Tidwell 
2420 1 /2 N Beachwood Dr 
Los Angeles, California 90068 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ o/2w A/klwXAA/t. 1 qq/7iYqd5JXTuaA3hLSi3XOpQ/ 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

april ewaskey 

pob 92674 

long 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 Valera'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, 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. 

1 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Toth 

19842 Holly Drive 

Santa Clarita, California 91350 

4 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Carlos Nunez <cnunezOOl@ca.rr.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 !A:Riit,::.~.:.,-·-""'""-" 

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, 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. 

5 



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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Carlos Nunez 

18009 Victory Blvd 

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 
Arny 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Beckerman 

3584 Pine Street 

Santa Ynez, California 93460 

2 



Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

MARI DOMING <tweetymrsl@aol.com> 
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 Valera'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, 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. 

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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and City Council to not certify this EIR and 
reject Valera's proposed oil train terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

MARI DOMING 
7840 Gilmore Rd 
Linden, California 95236 

<http://click.actionnetwork.org/mpss/ of 6gA/kL wXAA/t. 1 qq/ MZuurOobQjmHyRrjNp43Lg/ 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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Cathie Serletic 

990 Geary St. #401 

San Francisco, California 94109 
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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 Valera'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, 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, I 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 

Oakland, California 94602 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Nadya Tichman <nadyatichman@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 Valera'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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Nadya Tichman 

1789 Leimert Blvd. 

Oakland, California 94602 
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Amy Million 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Janet Weil <janet.weil13@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 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, 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, I respectfully urge the Planning Commission and 

City Council to not certify this EIR and reject Valera's proposed oil train 

terminal in Benicia. 

Sincerely, 

Janet Weil 

1393 Grove Way 

Concord, California 94518 
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