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SCH # 2016072058

Project Title: Sargent Ranch Quarry Project

Lead Agency: County of Santa Clara

Contact Name: k0P Salisbury

Robert.Salisbury@pln.sccgov.org (408) 299-5785

Email: Phone Number:

Gilroy Santa Clara
City County

Project Location:

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

The project proposes operation of a sand and gravel mining operation and construction and operation of aggregate
processing facilities on an approximately 403-acre site four miles south of the City of Gilroy, California. The mined
material (sand and gravel aggregates) would be extracted in four phases over 30 years and would be transported off-site
by a combination of truck and train hauling. At the end of the Project’ s life, final reclamation of the last surface mining
phase would occur, and the aggregate processing facility site would also be reclaimed. The project requires adoption of
a Reclamation Plan and issuance of a Conditional Use Permit for the 30-year operational term of the quarry.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

1.Aesthetics: Changes in views & visual character mitigated by requiring a screening berm. 2.Air quality: Increased
emissions mitigated through use of Tier 4 engines and comprehensive dust control plan for construction & operation.
3.Biological Resources: Harm to or loss of habitat for special-status plant and animal species, including fish and
protected trees; mitigated by preconstruction surveys, avoidance, protective measures, removal and/or compensation
and, for plants, invasive plant management plan; loss or degradation of US & other waters mitigated through
compensation; interference with a wildlife corridor mitigated by fencing, bridge & conveyor belt design and signage.
4.Cultural Resources: Loss of or damage to archaeological & tribal cultural resources mitigated through avoidance &
protection (capping), archaeological testing program, monitoring, data recovery as appropriate and
compensation/preservation, and a conservation easement. 5.Geology, Soils & Paleontological Resources: Potential
slope instability & failure mitigated through inspections, design & construction techniques; damage to paleontological
resources mitigated by worker training and requiring stop work if such resources found and evaluation and appropriate
disposition of the resource. 6.GHG Emissions: Increased emission mitigated by use of low or zero emission equipment
& offsets. 7.Hazardous Materials: Exposure to past pesticide residues mitigated through soil sampling, characterization
&, if found, removal of contaminated soils. 8.Hydrology and Water Quality: Degradation of water quality mitigated by
water quality protection measures identified for biological resources. 9.Transportation: Increased VMT, no mitigation
available; roadway hazards due to large construction trucks, temporary lane closures & detours mitigated by
implementation of a Construction Traffic Control Plan.
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continued

If applicable, describe any of the project's areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Primary areas of concern include the loss of biological habitat and compensatory mitigation, and the loss of cultural and
tribal cultural resources, particularly those of importance to the Amah Mutsun Tribal Band of Costanoan/Ohlone Indians.
Other potential areas of concern include the effects of the Project on surface and groundwater quality and Project
construction traffic and vehicle miles traveled. These issues are addressed in sections 3.4, Biological Resources, 3.5,
Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources, 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, and 3.13, Transportation.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

Air Resources Board

CalTrans District #4

Department of Conservation

Fish&Game Region #3

Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
Native American Heritage Commission
Office of Historic Preservation

Regional WQCB #3

Resources Agency

State Lands Commission
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