




































































































































Tracks, Trains and Automobiles: Safety at Railroad Grade Crossings: Tech Transfer Page 5 of6 

Passive devices are often the only grade crossing traffic control devices 
used on rural and other low-volume roads, public and private. Based on 
data from the 2004 national crossing inventory, forty-four percent or 
109,174 of all 245,729 grade crossings in the US used only passive 
controls; over eighty percent of these or 86,000 of 109,174, were public 
grade crossings. Passive public crossings account for about thirty-five 
percent of all grade crossings, but for as much as forty-two percent of 
all grade crossing fatalities. 

Active control systems inform motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians of 
the approach or presence of a train. Flashing light signals, bells, and 
crossing gates are examples of active controls. These both indicate the 
existence of a railroad crossing, and also, when activated, provide 
warning of an approaching train. Active devices are rarely used alone; 
they are most often combined with passive devices, such as pavement 
markings and advance warning signs. 

Active controls are widely used on arterials, near schools and 
commercial areas, at crossing with multiple tracks, at high accident 
locations, and in urban and other locations where nearby intersections 
or traffic conditions might cause traffic to queue on or across the tracks. 
The FRA requires active control at grade crossings where train speeds 
exceed 79 miles per hour. 

While not always obeyed, automatic gate arms present a semi-barrier, 
discouraging vehicular and pedestrian traffic from crossing when a train 
is approaching. If crossing gate violations cannot otherwise be deterred, 
physical barriers in the form of medians, concrete barrier walls, or more 
substantial gates such as four-quadrant gates or vehicle arresting 
barriers, can be used to restrict driver access to opposing lanes. 
Eliminating the at-grade crossing is also an option. 

Eliminating at-grade crossings 

Although grade separation structures are costly, grade separation is the 
safest traffic control alternative, because it eliminates aU potential paints 
of conflict between trains and the public, while still allowing traffic to 
cross the railroad tracks. FHWA requires grade separation at crossings 
of controlled access highways, and the FRA requires grade separation or 
closure at crossings where train speeds exceed 125 miles per hour. 
Grade separation should also be considered in areas with high vehicle 
traffic volumes and/or high train (particularly passenger train) traffic 
volumes - that is, at locations where at-grade crossing would cause 
excessive delay to vehicle traffiC or excessive risk to both motor vehicle 
and train passengers. 

A final alternative is full closure of the crossing. If acceptable, cost­
effective, alternative access Is available, and if other passive or active 
treatments are ineffective or not feasible, then crossing closure may 
best balance public need, convenience and safety. 

New guidance, more detail 

While the MUTCD and California Supplement spell out standards and 
guidance on how to use specific passive and active controls correctly, 
the documents lack detailed guidance on how to select the most 
appropriate type of traffic controls - which depends upon the unique 
situation of a particular intersection. FHWA's newly released Guidance 
on Traffic Control Devices at Highway-Rail Grade Crossings fills that gap. 

http://wwvv.techtransfer.berkeley.edu/newsletter/04-4/tracks.php 7/7/2014 



From: monique <moniqueboyer@yahoo.com> 
To: "info@beniciaCBR.com" <info@beniciaCBR.com>, Amy Million 
<amillion@cLbenicia.ca.us>, Brad Kilger <bkilger@cLbenicia.ca.us> 
CC: Peter O'Farrell <pofarreIl323@gmail.com> 
Date: 7/7/20148:23 PM 
Subject: Comments in Support of Valero Expansion 

Hello City of Benicia Staff, 

I would like to express my support for the Valero crude by rail expansion project. Valero provides 
hundreds of jobs and monetary support to our community. They do so because they are able to maintain 
a profitable business in our community. By approving the project, Valero will be able to move product 
more efficiently. I believe that rail is a much safer means to move oil than by truck. Valero will continue to 
need to move crude oil whether or not we allow the rail project to go through. Wouldn't we rather the oil 
take safe passage on rail lines than on trucks which cause greater pollution and congestion on our roads? 
If we do not allow Valero to move forward with the project, Valero could choose to utilize another plant to 
process the oil. Instead of growing industry in Benicia, we could lose jobs and tax dollars to anther 
community that allows Valero to move their product more efficiently. We must allow Valero to continue to 
operate in an efficient and progressive way. Valero is a key job provider and provides millions of dollars to 
our community. We can not afford to make it difficult for industry to do business in our town. 

Please feel free to share my comments as needed. 

Best regards, 
Monique Boyer, MBA, SPHR 
Regional Human Resources Manager 
Lee Enterprises 
Benicia Citizen and Home Owner 

Sent from my iPad 
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Amy Million 

From: Sam & Mary Hammonds <s.m.hammonds@att.net> 
To: 11 amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
Date: 717/20148:57 PM 

CITY OF BE I 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

I am not able to attend the Planning Commission Mtg on July 10, but I want to express 
my support for approval of the Valero Crude By Rail project. It is good locally and good 
for the state and good for the nation. Valero has adequately addressed the safety issues 
and the slight risk involved is far over-shadowed by the advantages for this project. 
Please approve it now! 

Sam and Mary Hammonds 
902 Bradford Way 
Benicia, CA 

file:IIIC:lUsers/millionlAppDataiLocal/TempIXPgrpwise/53BB09D4BENICIA-GWBENIC... 7/8/2014 



From: Peter <pofarreIl323@gmail.com> 
To: monique <moniqueboyer@yahoo.com> 
CC: "info@beniciaCBR.com" <info@beniciaCBR.com>, Amy Million 
<amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us>, Brad Kilger <bkilger@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
Date: 7/7/20149:01 PM 
Subject: Re: Comments in Support of Valero Expansion 

What great words, I agree. 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Ju17, 2014, at 8:23 PM, monique <moniqueboyer@yahoo.com> wrote: 
> 
> Hello City of Benicia Staff, 
> 
> I would like to express my support for the Valero crude by rail expansion project. Valero provides 
hundreds of jobs and monetary support to our community. They do so because they are able to maintain 
a profitable business in our community. By approving the project, Valero will be able to move product 
more efficiently. I believe that rail is a much safer means to move oil than by truck. Valero will continue to 
need to move crude oil whether or not we allow the rail project to go through. Wouldn't we rather the oil 
take safe passage on rail lines than on trucks which cause greater pollution and congestion on our roads? 
If we do not allow Valero to move forward with the project, Valero could choose to utilize another plant to 
process the oil. Instead of growing industry in Benicia, we could lose jobs and tax dollars to anther 
community that allows Valero to move their product more efficiently. We must allow Valero to continue to 
operate in an efficient and progressive way. Valero is a key job provider and provides millions of dollars to 
our community. We can not afford to make it difficult for industry to do business in our town. 
> 
> Please feel free to share my comments as needed. 
> 
> Best regards, 
> Monique Boyer, MBA, SPHR 
> Regional Human Resources Manager 
> Lee Enterprises 
> Benicia Citizen and Home Owner 
> 
> Sent from my iPad 
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Amy Million - Valero CBR Project 

From: "Aguilera, Alfonso" <Alfonso.Aguilera@valero.com> 
To: "amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
Date: 7/8/20147:32 AM 
Subject: Valero CBR Project 
CC: "info@beniciaCBR.com" <info@beniciaCBR.com>, "bkilger@ci. btt!~~!l:lli~@YjgQfMSt!]:J 

<bkilger@ci.benicia.ca.us> 

To whom it may concern: 

I've been an employee of the Benicia Refinery for about 22 years and have previous experience working for 
Chevron and Esso Refineries as well, and I can tell you, honestly, that the Valero safety culture is as good (if not 
better) as the one practiced by bigger corporations. The Benicia Crude by Rail Project, if approved, will be 
performed with the same level of safety and professionalism this Refinery has Benicia residents accustomed to. 

This project will provide the City of Benicia with lots of benefits, including the creation of new jobs resulting on 
more revenue. As an employee and resident of this beautiful City I fully support the CBR Project and hope this 
dream will materialize soon to benefit everyone. 

Thanks a lot. 
AI Aguilera 
Valero Refinery Employee. 

file:IIIC:lUsers/millionlAppDataiLocal/TempIXPgrpwise/53BB9E70BENICIA-GWBENICI ... 7/8/2014 



Amy Million 

From: "Frank, David" <David.Frank@Valero.com> 
To: "arnillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <arnillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
Date: 7/8/20148:36 AM 
CC: "info@beniciaCBR.com" <info@beniciaCBR.com> 

I support Valero's Crude By Rail project... 

Thanks, 
Dave Frank 

Page 1 of 1 

CITY OF BENICIA 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

file:IIIC:lUsers/rnillionlAppDataiLocai/TernpIXPgrpwise/53BBAD79BENICIA-GWBENIC ... 7/812014 



From: Don Stock <purduedon80@yahoo.com> 
To: "amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <amillion@cLbenicia.ca.us>, "bkilger@ci.benicia.ca.us" 
<bkilger@cLbenicia.ca.us> 
CC: <info@beniciaCBR.com> 
Date: 7/8/20149:20 AM 
Subject: Valero Crude by Rail 

As a Benicia resident for 25 years and raising my family here I believe it is important that the city support 
this project. The EIR supports the project from an environmental and safety stand point. Valero is one of 
the safest places to work and there is no reason to think this project would be any different. I believe over 
75 % of Benicians support Valero and this project. Valero is a good neighbor. 

Sent from my iPad 

CITY OF BENICIA 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 



From: Linda Yarbrough <eyarbrough@att.net> 
To: Brad Kilger <bkilger@cLbenicia.ca.us>, A Million <amillion@cLbenicia. 
Date: 7/8/20149:31 AM 
Subject: Support the Valero Crude By Rail Project 

To: Benicia City Planning Commissioners 

I have lived in Benicia for 42 years. I have 2 sons and 4 grand-children that live in 
and enjoy our town. 

I have attended the Valero public information meetings for the CBR Project. 
I have also studied the Environmental Impact Report. 

I will be out of town on July 10th. However, I would like to express my strong support for the Valero Crude 
By Rail Project. 

This Project is very important for the future of Benicia and Valero. Valero and the City have passed all the 
requirements for the Planning Commission to permit the Project. 

Valero is a safety, environmental and operations leader in the petroleum business, with an excellent 
record in Benicia and at it's other locations. We are fortunate to have Valero operating the largest 
business in the City and County. Valero provides many of the best jobs in the area, supports many local 
businesses, is the largest tax payer and gives freely to support many community needs. The Valero 
Benicia Refinery produces a large percentage of the fuels vital to the local economy and California. This 
Project is essential for America to utilize domestic energy sources and reduce our dependence on foreign 
energy. 

The City of Benicia and the residents should do all that is reasonable to support Valero and to insure the 
refinery remains competitive by approving the Project. 

I request your support and vote to approve the Valero CBR Project. 

Sincerely, 

Ed Yarbrough 
375 Saint Augustine Court 
Benicia, Ca. 

Sent from my iPad 



From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

<carrol1 of5@aol.com> 
lamillion@cLbenicia.ca.us" <amillion@cLbenicia.ca.us> 
7/7/20146:15 PM 
Valero CBR Project 

I live in Benicia and have so for nearly 27 years. I support the CBR. Project, as it is important that oil 
refineries can continue to do business in California in order to provide jobs and a stable tax basis for our 
city programs. 
Maureen Carroll 



Amy Million - Valero CBR Project 

From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

"Ella Marie Kallios" <kallios _ e@robertscompanies.net> 
<amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
7/8/2014 12:20 PM 
Valero CBR Project 

Hello Ms. Million, 

Page 1 of 1 

Unfortunately I will not be able to attend the Planning Commission Meeting on 
Thursday evening. Please accept this email as my testimony in support of the Valero 
CBR project. I am a Benicia resident and I feel very strongly that this project needs to be 
approved. Valero is a good neighbor, a great employer, and a significant contributor to 
the city budget. 

I received a call recently from a polling company asking my thoughts about a 1 cent sales 
tax increase to assist Benicia with its budget shortfall. I was perplexed as to how our 
city can ask us as residents to pay more in taxes when we could potentially be turning 
our back on a company that pays 25% of the taxes in our city. 

In addition to my fiscal concern I am also concerned that the "potential" dangers of 
crude by rail have been exaggerated. We all need gasoline and I would prefer to see the 
products needed to produce this product come to our location by rail rather than by 
ship or tanker truck. 

I served on the Vacaville Planning Commission for three terms and I absolutely 
appreciate the work and the energy that the Planning Department puts into these types 
of proposals. Thank you for taking the time to read my thoughts. 

Kind regards, 
Ella Marie 

file:IIIC:/Users/miIlionlAppDataiLocaI/TempIXPgrpwise/53BBE220BENICIA-GWBENICI ... 7/9/2014 



From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Michael Karsh <michael_karsh@earthlink.net> 
<bkilger@cLbenicia.ca.us>, <amillion@cLbenicia.ca.us> 
7/8/2014 1 :33 PM 
Comments and questions concerning Valero Crude By Rail Project D __ ...;...;;;.;.;.,:.~::..:::..::~~~i!..J 

Brad Kilger and Amy Million 

The model given to derive the probability of derailments of tank car trains that result in releases of crude 
oil of greater than 100 gallons is given in Appendix F of the report as: 

P(release of more than 100 gallons) = sum_i=1I\n P _i(derailment per train-mile) * #trainsj * #milesj * 
P j(release of more than 100 gallons given derailment) 

It would be helpful if there were a link to the data behind the model given in the DEIR for the probability of 
oil release of more than 100 gallons or some other way of getting access to this data. Without being able 
to see the data it is more difficult to assess the correctness of the model. The model implies that the 
number of trains is independent of the number of miles of track. This seems counter-intuitive. It seems 
that the number of miles of track and the number of trains should be proportional, not independent. 
Assuming this, the model of assuming that there is a certain derailment probability per train-mile that you 
multiply by the number of trains by the number of miles would only be correct if the number of derailments 
is proportional to the square of the number of miles or the square of the number of trains. I need to see 
the data to see if this is the case. 

In addition, the report states that the number of derailments resulting in releases counts only releases of 
greater than 100 gallons. I question whether this is the valid number to use. I should think a more valid 
number would be the number of derailments that result in any release of fluids at all, in contrast to the 
number of derailments that do not result in any release of fluids. It would be desirable to know how much 
including derailments that result in releases of less than 100 gallons would change the derived probability 
of derailments that result in the release of fluids. I would also like to know the probability of having a 
leaky tanker that releases fluid even without derailment. 

Michael Karsh, Ph.D. (Statistics) 



Amy Million - Valero's Crude by Rail project: 

From: David Jenkins <norcaltruck@sbcglobal.net> 
To: "amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
Date: 7/8120142:24 PM 
SUb.ject: Valero's Crude by Rail project: 
CC: "bkilger@ci.benicia.ca.us" <bkilger@ci.benicia.ca.us> 

NOR CAL TRUCK SALES 
200 Industrial way 
Benicia, CA 94510 

Valero's Crude by Rail Project: 

07/07/2014 

Dear Amy and Brad: 

Page 1 of2 

I am a local business man in the Benicia Industrial Park with property ownership in the park. I am 
seriously opposed to this project for a multitude of reasons, breathing air quality, hazardous waste 
control, environmental destruction should one of these cars rupture or derail ,traffic congestion at or 
near the freeway off ramp and certainly not least for me the movement and storage of the 
flammable, combustible ,stinky transport tankers that will be used to transport the crude along 
sidings that I work next to all day every day here in Benicia. NTSB and the DOT recommendations of 
caution about the use of these tankers in and around populated areas should not be discounted. 

Valero, paints a picture of community involvement, increase in tax revenue and new job formation. 
Maybe that is true, however could any of that be worth the sacrifice of life, air quality, traffic or an 
environmental catastrophe? If you look at the records about train derailment across our country in the 
last year a reasonable person might ask why we allow rail traffic at all. The railroad derailments have 
devastated cities, small communities and taken human life. Can we allow such a possible thing to 
happen here in our very special community? 

I have tried to read the entire EIR report with its many nuances about the destruction and air quality 
depletion that will be forthcoming if this project is allowed. I am a reasonable man with many years of 
business experience and life behind me; I fully understand the dangers of treading on others life for the 
sake of money. It is my considered opinion that it never pays and that the fall out of bad judgment 
rests with you or in this case the community for many years to come. 

There have been many people from here in Benicia including myself who are opposed to this project, 
surely as the officials of our community ,granted the right to protect us from such travesties that you 
will unconditionally deny the transport and increase of potential risk ask for from Valero with this rail 
project. 

I have watched and listened to the public relations propaganda that the railroad and Valero have tried 
to communicate, the truth is they really don't care about the citizens, they care about their 

file:II/C:/Users/millionlAppData/Local/Temp/xPgrpwiseI53BBFF24BENICIA-GWBENICI ... 7/9/2014 
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stockholders! I am not putting any of the individuals that work there at fault, it's just the nature of big 
business, power ,money and greed are the roots. 

Benicia City Council has the ability and the right and the duty to protect its community, please stand up 
and deny this project from advancing any further! 

Sincerely 

David Jenkins 

Local business owner and citizen of Benicia. 

file:IIIC:/Users/million/AppData/LocaI/TempIXPgrpwise/53BBFF24BENICIA-GWBENICI ... 7/9/2014 



Amy Million - SACRAMENTO BEE - BREAKING NEWS: CRUDE OIL TRAIN PROTESTS 
SACRAMENTO AND DAVIS 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

<rognnaiI@gmail.com> 
"'Amy Million'" <amilIion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
7/8/20143:33 PM 

Page 1 of3 

Subject: SACRAMENTO BEE - BREAKING NEWS: CRUDE OIL TRAIN PROTESTS PLANNED 
IN SACRAMENTO AND DAVIS 

- Please this to the public record on Valero Crude by 
Council. Our friends and Benicia are aware of 
CBR. They are out on the tracks and others know about our 

Roger Straw 
Benidalndependent 
www.Benicialndependent.com 

Commission and 
if we approve Valero 

giant's ill-advised 

CRUDE BY RAil, DAVIS CA, LOCAL REGULATION, SACRAMENTO CA, STATE REGULATION, TAKE ACTION, VALERO CRUDE BY RAil 

CRUDE OIL TRAIN PROTESTS PLANNED IN SACRAMENTO 
AND DAVIS 

Crude oil train protests planned in Sacramento, Davis 

By Tony Bizjak, Jul. 8, 2014 

Laurie Litman, who lives a block from the rail tracks in midtown Sacramento, says oil and rail 
companies are about to put her neighborhood and plenty of others in danger, and she wants to stop it. 

Litman is among a group of environmental activists in Sacramento and Davis who will gather this week 
at the Federal Railroad Administration office in Sacramento and at the Davis train station to protest 
plans by oil companies to run hundreds of rail cars carrying crude through local downtowns every day. 
The protests, on the anniversary of an oil train crash and explosion that killed 47 people in the 
Canadian city of Lac-Megantic, will spotlight a plan by Valero Refining Co. of Benicia to launch twice­
daily crude oil train shipments through downtown Roseville, Sacramento and Davis early next year. 

"Our goal is to stop the oil trains," said Litman of 350 Sacramento, a new local environmental group. 
"We are talking about gOO-foot fireballs. There is nothing a first responder (fire agency) can do with a 
gOO-foot fireball." 

Sacramento Assemblyman Roger Dickinson, an advocate for increased crude oil rail safety, will speak at 
noon Wednesday during the Sacramento event at 8th and I streets. The Volano Climate Action group 
will distribute leaflets at the Davis train station Tuesday and Wednesday evening about the Valero 
proposal. The Davis City Council recently passed a resolution saying it opposes running the trains on 
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the existing downtown Davis rail line. 

The protests are among the first in the Sacramento area in response to a recent surge in crude oil rail 
transports nationally, prompted mainly by new oil drilling of cheaper oils in North Dakota, Montana 
and Canada. In California, where rail shipments have begun to replace marine deliveries from Alaskan 
oil fields and overseas sources, state safety leaders recently issued a report saying California is not yet 
prepared to deal with the risks from increased rail shipments of crude. 

Oil and railroad industry officials point out that 99.9 percent of crude oil shipments nationally arrive at 
their destinations without incident, and that the industry is reducing train speeds through cities, 
helping train local fire and hazardous material spill crews, and working with the federal government on 
plans for a new generation of safer rail tanker cars. Valero officials as well say their crude oil trains can 
move safely through Sacramento, and a recent report sponsored by the city of Benicia concluded that 
an oil spill along the rail line to Benicia is highly unlikely. 

In a letter last week, however, four Northern California members of Congress called on the federal 
government to require oil and rail companies take more steps to make rail crude shipments safer. The 
letter was signed by Doris Matsui, D-Sacramento, George Miller, D-Martinez, Mike Thompson, D-St. 
Helena, and John Garamendi, D-Walnut Grove. 

"We are especially concerned with the high risks involved with transporting .. more flammable crude in 
densely populated areas," the group wrote to u.s. Department of Transportation Secretary Anthony 
Foxx. "Should spills or explosions occur, as we have seen over the last year, the consequences could be 
disastrous." 

The four lawmakers said oil companies should be required to remove more volatile gases from Bakken 
crude oil before it is shipped nationally from North Dakota. The federal government issued a warning 
earlier this year about Bakken crude after several Bakken trains exploded during derailments. The 
California Congress members also encouraged federal representatives to move quickly to require 
railroads to install advanced train control and braking systems. Industry officials have said those 
systems, called Positive Train Control, are expensive and will take extended time to put into place. 

Representatives from a handful of Sacramento area cities and counties are scheduled to meet this 
week to review Valero's crude oil train plans, and to issue a formal response to the environmental 
document published two weeks ago by Benicia that concluded derailments and spills are highly 
unlikely. City of Davis official Mike Webb said one spill and explosion could be catastrophic, and that as 
more oil companies follow Valero's lead by bringing crude oil trains of their own through Sacramento, 
the chances of crashes increase. 

The Sacramento group has indicated it wants a detailed advanced notification system about what 
shipments are coming to town. Those notifications will help fire agencies who must respond if a leak or 
fire occurs. Local officials say they also will ask Union Pacific to keep crude-oil tank cars moving through 
town without stopping and parking them here. The region's leaders also want financial support to train 
firefighters and other emergency responders on how to deal with crude oil spills, and possibly funds to 
buy more advanced firefighting equipment. Sacramento leaders say they will press the railroad to 
employ the best inspection protocols on the rail line. 

file:IIIC:/Users/millionlAppDataiLocallTempIXPgrpwise/53 BCOF5CB ENICIA-GWBENIC... 7/9/2014 



July 9,2014 

To: Amy Million, Principal Planner 

Community Development Department 

250 East L Street 

Benicia, CA. 94510 

CITY OF BENICIA 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

"Please add my/our comments to the public legal record on Valero's Crude by Rail Project and 

incorporote them as part of the DEIR review" 

As I expected, there is a frenzied rush by the oil corporations, petroleum refiners, 

transportation (rail) providers, sub-contractors, etc. to move the crude as quickly as they can 

and profit in any way possible before the resistance prevails. I recommend that Benicia 

Planners, Benicia Mayor / City Council and citizens embrace the easiest solution; stop or delay 

indefinitely the permit /DEIR process for the Valero crude by rail project! There simply is not an 

infrastructure in place to address the potential disaster moving Bakken crude/tar sands by rail. 

My family and I have lived in Benicia since 1988 and have never felt exposed to any immediate 

health or safety threats until this project was announced. Based on the US Department of 

Transportation Guidebook, Benicia crude oil train derailment risk zones are clearly identified, 

including the number of Benicia residents at risk. This area is commonly identified less subtlety 

as The Blast Zone! Ifthis project is as straight forward and safe as Valero says it is, (Valero 

Myths and Facts Sheet Handout), then why is the whole country (citizens) and dozens of local, 

state, and recently, federal agencies weighing in daily to strengthen existing regulations and 

safety gUidelines, even creating new legislation to protect people and property. 

Benicia must be given enough time to thoroughly evaluate All of the environmental and public 

health risks, not just air quality, for any crude oil rail terminal land use permits and reject any 

that are proposed within one mile of our homes and schools. 

The explosive wake-up call has been heard ... I definitely do not want to feel it! 

Regards, 

Kenneth Bocox 

Catherine Bocox 

515 Winston Ct. Benicia, CA 94510 
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Amy Million - Support for Valero's Crude By Rail Infrastructure Project 

From: "Lord, Jeffery" <Jeffery.Lord@valero.com> 
To: "amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us>, "bkilger@ci.benicia.ca.us" 

Date: 
Subject: 
CC: 

<bkilger@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
7/9/2014 1:56 PM 
Support for Valero's Crude By Rail Infrastructure Project 
"info@beniciaCBR.com" <info@beniciaCBR.com> 

Amy Million and Brad Kilger, 

My wife, Maria, and I attended Valero's informational meeting regarding the DEIR on Monday, June 30th with 
our baby, Nathan. 

We were both so impressed with the tremendous amount of work that has been performed to determine if this 
project is a good idea for the environment and the region. We were also impressed to hear that the project 
decreases emissions on a global and local level. We also love that the project reduces the risk of having an 
environmental release, since there is a higher probability that a ship will leak crude oil than a railway car. We are 
both strong believers in this project and believe it should be implemented without delay. 

Thank you, 
The Lord Family 

Jeffery Lord 
Valero Benicia Refinery 
Associate Mechanical Engineer 
Mech. Reliability - Complex 1 
Office: 707-745-7980 
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From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Gail Stock <dgbstock@yahoo.com> 
"amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
7/9/20142:23 PM 
Crude by Rail 

CITY OF SENICIA 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

I am writing to you in support of the crude by rail project. I am a Benicia resident and have been for over 
28 years now. During that time I have been impressed with Valero as a good neighbor. 
I believe that the city of Benicia has done an excellent job in acquiring environmental reports to ensure 
the safety and air quality of all Benicia residents. I was impressed with the fact that you covered ALL 
possible impacts to Benicia and thoroughly convinced me with your reports that crude by rail is the way to 
go in the future for our best interest. 
1. The air quality improvement of rail transportation versus freight (by ship) was amazing. 
2. The fact that our rail cars would be maned versus the accident that you discussed with rail cars that 
were completely without drivers was reassuring to me. Also the fact that a tax will be levied on the crude 
by rail to cover the increased cost to California for improving our tracks and constant inspections to 
ensure our safety. 
3. The training provided by Valero to our firefighters in Benicia was also very reassuring. They convinced 
me that they are more than capable to take care of any emergencies. 
4. Having the crude delivered to a location on the outskirts of our city is favorable to me. 

Thank you for you continued efforts to ensure the safety of all Benicia residents. 

Sincerely, 

Gail Stock 

Sent from my iPhone 



Amy Million - eBR 

From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Amy, 

Jack Bethards .gack@schoenstein.com> 
"amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
7110/20147:37 AM 
CBR 

Page 1 of 1 

I am just writing to affirm my complete support of the Valero CBR program. There is some risk in everything we 
do. I am convinced that the risk here is very low in comparison to the very high reward to the tax payers of 
Benicia in keeping Valero competitive. 

Jack M. Bethards 
President and Tonal Director 
Schoenstein & Co. 
4001 Industrial Way 
Benicia, CA 94510 
(707) 747-5858 
Fx (707) 747-4771 
jack@schoenstein.com 

file:IIIC:/Users/millionlAppDataiLocallTempIXPgrpwiseIS3BE42C3BENICIA-GWBENI... 7110/2014 



Amy Million - Valero Crude By Rail Infrastructure project 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

"Lam, Tom" <Tom.Lam@valero.com> 
"amillion@ci. benicia. ca. us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
7110120148:22 AM 

Subject: Valero Crude By Rail Infrastructure project 

Hello Amy, 

Page 1 of 1 

As an employee at the Benicia refinery for the last 25 years, I can attest to the strong safety culture we have 
here. We work very hard every day to maintain that safety culture and proud to be recognized as one ofthe 
safest refineries to work in the state. We are one of the two Valero refineries in the state to be certified and 
recently re-certified in the Cal-OSHA Voluntary Protection Program (VPP). Safe practices are what we do, every 
day. We are also proud to be a good corporate citizen and good supporter of local charitable organizations and 
local merchants. This infrastructure project is a win-win proposal for the city of Benicia and the local 
communities, and it will help Valero to continue to be a good corporate citizen, a good employer, and a solid 
contributor to our local economic development in a very competitive market place. 

Thank you. 

Kind regards, 
Tom Lam 
Project Manager/Sr. Staff Engineer 
Valero Benicia Refinery 

file:IIIC:/Users/millionlAppDataiLocallTempIXPgrpwise/53BE4D56BENICIA-GWBENI... 7110/2014 



Amy Million - Valer's Crude-By-Rail Project 

From: "L. BIRSE" <dbgreen2@yahoo.com> 
To: "amillion@ci. benicia. ca. us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
Date: 7110/20149:14 AM 
Subject: Valer's Crude-By-Rail Project 

Linda Birse 
2706 Adrian Drive 
Davis, CA 95618 
530-759-9547 
Dbgreen2@yahoo.com 
July 9, 2014 

Brad Kilger 
City Manager 
250 East L Street, Benicia, CA 94510 
bkilger@cLbenicia.ca.us 
Fax: 707-747-1637 

Amy Million 
Principal Planner 
Community Development Department 
250 East L Street, Benicia, CA 94510 
amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us 
Fax: 707-747-1637 

Dear Mr. Kilger and Ms. Million: 

Page 1 of 1 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

Please add my comments to the public legal record on Valero's Crude By Rail Project and incorporate them as part of the review of its 
DEIR. In addition, please fonvard my comments to the Planning Commissioners. 
I am a Davis resident, up-rail from the proposed Valero rail project, I am VERY concerned about the Valero rail project and the two 50-car 
trains will come across the Yolo Bypass, which includes our sensitive Yolo Basin Wildlife Preserve, goes through our downtown, including 
several residential areas and exits along the edge ofUCDavis. 
Based on the DEIR report, inadequacy is recognized of existing DOT-Ill tank cars for safely transporting Bakken crude, and recommends 
that "[The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)] should request that the DOT move expeditiously to finalize new and retrofitted 
tank car regulations that will result in a more rapid phase out of DOT-II I tank cars." This recommendation lacks force and specificity. 
CPUC should demand that DOT-Ill s are either immediately banned for crude-by-rail service or removed from crude-by-rail and 
hazardous cargos service within 30 days. CPUC should also submit comments on the proposed tank car rule when it is released in the fall, 
lIsing the Working Group's collective expertise to illustrate why stringent tank car standards are necessary for the safety of California 
communities if crude-by-rail is to continue in the state. 

The DEIR report also notes that the February 2014 voluntary agreement by the railroads to lower speed limits for crude oil trails with more 
than 20 cars in "high-threat-urban-areas" leaves out many vulnerable California areas. In addition to petitioning the Federal Rail 
Administration (FRA) to consider additional restrictions and monitoring and enforcing the new speed limits in the existing voluntary 
agreement., CPUC should address this issue by enacting safer speed limits through vulnerable populated areas. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Linda Birse 
Retired Elementary School Teacher 

file:IIIC:/Users/millionlAppData/LocaIlTempIXPgrpwise/53BE5984BENICIA-GWBENIC ... 7110/2014 
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Amy Million - Planning Commissioning Meeting 

From: "Bowden, Billie" <Billie.Bowden@valero.com> 
To: "arnillion@ci.benicia.ca.us" <amillion@ci.benicia.ca.us>, "bkil.~~~~~~:;::;:::;;~""...., 

<bkilger@ci.benicia.ca.us> 
Date: 7110/201410:12 AM 
Subject: Planning Commissioning Meeting 
CC: "info@beniciaCBR.com" <info@beniciaCBRcom> 

te1;A;--- --
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

I know people hate change and some just don't want to change, but they need to look at the 
benefits it will be bring to the people and the City of Benicia. Jobs, generating millions in taxes, 
wages and economic benefits, reducing dependency on foreign oil. The list goes on and they 
way outweigh the risks people seem to think it will create. Valero is not willing to jeopardize the 
people, the city or the refinery itself by wanting to make these improvements and going forward 
with the Crude by Rail Project. Safety and the environment are only 2 of their main priorities in 
going forward with this. 
People get scared and speak without knowing all the facts. I hope that this meeting and the 
DEIR will open their eyes and minds to a better future and way by allowing crude by rail to the 
Valero refinery. 

Thank you 

lSaL~e lSowGieVv 
Document Control 

Valero Benicia Refinery 
3400 E. Second Street 
Benicia, CA. 

Direct 707-745-7643 
Cell 510-685-7916 

***********CON FI DENTIALITY NOTICE*********** 
The information in this email maybe confidential and/or privileged. This 
email is intended to be reviewed and used only by the individual or org­
anization named above for the explicit purpose of conducting business. 
If you are not the intended recipient or an authorized representative of 
the intended recipient, you are here-by notified that any review, 
dissemination or copying of this email and its attachments, if any, 
or the information contained herein, is prohibited. 
If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immed­
iately by return email and delete this email from your system. 
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