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From: Philip Coop

To: Reilly, Jim

Subject: File 2145 - Cordoba Center and File 2229 Patel RV Park
Date: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 6:15:31 PM

Jim,

I would like more information on the EIR, especially the traffic studies
that are being performed for both projects. I have noticed what I

believe are traffic monitors on Monterey, which seemed to have started
during the holidays so I hope that is considered when taking the dates
and times of traffic, but have not seen any such cases for studies on
California Ave. Also would to know if there are plans to study impact of
traffic from Santa Theresa to Watsonville road as a bypass, especially
during heavy rains when Watsonville Road becomes flooded?

As a resident on California Ave I would like to emphasize the importance
of not only amount of traffic, but also speed of the traffic that

travels from Santa Theresa to Monterey and the danger of turning north
on Monterey and as well as the dangers of turning west on California Ave
anytime after 3p with the speed and traffic on Monterey making it
difficult to even slow down. What are the plans for signals and

additional stop sign studies on California as well as noise and

pollution levels of added cars moving and idling based on these additions?

I would also like information on how the county will mitigate the

drainage on California Ave, currently backed up and eroding the street

in many locations with added buildings and parking lots? Residence in

San Martin already face numerous incidents of pollution and
contamination into our water sources, recently with the sewage spill

into Llagas Creek, we need to understand the complete picture on how all
these projects will add to these existing issues we are facing and how

the county will mitigate these issues while fixing the ones we already have.

Sincerely
Philip Coop

San Martin, California
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From: Jeanine Croft

To: Reilly, Jim; Napier, Michele
Subject: NOP for the EIR for the Cordoba Center Project
Date: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 12:55:06 PM

February 14, 2017

County of Santa Clara

Department of Planning and Development

County Government Center

70 W. Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110

RE: EIR for the Cordoba Center Project

To Whom It May Concern:

We live kitty corner to the proposed Cordoba project on Colony. We are sure you are receiving
several letters, so | will not ramble. We are extremely concerned regarding the environmental
aspects and impact regarding the Cordoba Center. The following are my main points of concern:

<!--[if IsupportLists]-->1. Cemetery of any size: With the Llagas creek so close and the runoff of
the hill which comes down and across the street and across our field, we are extremely concerned
about the contamination of our ground water and the Llagas creek. We have a well and are sent
information by the Santa Clara Valley Water District throughout the year regarding taking care of
runoff and how to be careful so our ground water is not contaminated. We hope it is a requirement
of the Environmental Impact Report to have a full and complete evaluation by the Water District
with all aspects of runoff from rain, the fact that the lot in question and adjoining lot flood regularly
and flow onto other properties all down California across the street to the field and all down
Harding, points to the fact that this affects all of the west side of San Martin.

<!--[if IsupportLists]-->2. Speed reduction lane: When going home from Morgan Hill, | slow down to
turn right on California Avenue. Traffic is moving so fast on Monterey Rd, cars are barreling up
behind us as we try to slow to make the turn. Colony is not a well maintained road by the County
and is not suitable for increased traffic. Please make sure that a comprehensive traffic impact
report is completed including the surrounding surface streets that might be relied upon as turning
left at California and Monterey is already a treacherous endeavor.

<!--[if IsupportLists]-->3. Light Pollution: One of the great things about living in the country is that
you can see the stars. We are extremely concerned about having a facility right across the way
that will require lights 24 hours a day. This is a more rural area and | want to preserve our way of
life which includes the quiet, dark nights, to see the stars, etc.

These are just a few of the main concerns | have regarding the Cordoba project. This project as
outlined is too big for our community. Please stop the over growth and help us maintain the rural
atmosphere that we love so much. This project belongs within city limits so they can rely on
already in place city services.

Sincerely,
Donnie and Jeanine Croft

13805 Colony Avenue
San Martin, CA 95046
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From: Donald Harley

To: Reilly, Jim; rob.eastwood@pin.sccgov.org

Cc: Karen Harley; Michael Brookman

Subject: Comment Submittal for NOP for EIR for Cordoba Center Project
Date: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 3:19:10 PM

Dear County of Santa Clara Department of Planning and Development
Attention: Jim Reilly, Rob Eastwood

| am a resident of San Martin (14080 Water Ave off of California St.) Please accept
this comment regarding the potential for increasing impacts over time as a result of
the quantity of burials in the cemetery. The quantity of bodies buried in the cemetery
will go from zero to maximum capacity over some unknown period of time; and as this
guantity increases there will be increased visitation to the graves by family members
of the deceased. | have not seen any case studies, investigations or analyses of the
growth in impacts to the community as a result of the rate of burials and total quantity
of burials in the cemetery as the cemetery is utilized over time. Please include this
potential source of impacts in the scope of investigations and analyses conducted as
part of the Environmental Impact Report for the Cordoba Center Project and quantify
these long term impacts to the community. Also, to soften the impact of these
impacts, should there be an upper limit to the number of burials allowed in any
calendar year to ensure that this cemetery doesn't become an attractant to an influx
of population that would be incurred from unlimited rate of burials in the cemetery.

Sincerely,
Donald G Harley

PO Box 24
San Martin, CA 95046
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From: DIANE KELLY

To: Reilly, Jim; Napier, Michele
Subject: Cordoba Center Project
Date: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:49:13 PM

County of Santa Clara

Department of Planning and Development
ATT: Jim Reilly

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, CA 95110

Dear Mr. Reilly and Ms. Napier

| am contacting you because | do not understand how you can consider approving the
Cordoba Plan. | live on Harding Street not more than a block from California Street so
your decision directly affects me and my family and our way of life. | am concerned
about the possible water contamination and overuse, | am concerned about the
increased traffic and how it will change our rural lifestyle, and | am also concerned
about the increased noise and night lights that will directly affect our life.

| believe this project will adversely affect the quality of our water and the quantity of
our ground water because of the size of the project and because of the hill where it
would be built. We are certain to have more drought years and this extra draw on our
ground water would surely stress it. Also, | am very concerned about having a
cemetery in a residential neighborhood. | just don't understand how this can be
allowed- and at the top of the hill - where decomposing bodies will filter down into our
water supply at the bottom of the hill. Combine that with the increased septic use and
we have polluted water. Have you seen the standing water in the field at the corner of
Harding and California? This is water draining off that hill - soaking down into the land
surrounding our supply of water and this happens every winter drought year or not.

It amazes me that as we are zoned RR we have very strict rules to protect our area
from overbuilding and then the county can just bypass these laws and allow this
overbuilding for the neighborhood. The increased traffic will be a safety hazard for our
residents and will directly affect our lives. Nothing about this project improves the
lives of the residents in the surrounding neighborhoods. It seems just common sense
for this type of project to be located in a more central part of a larger town that already
has the necessary infrastructure in place to handle the increase sewage, water
requirements,, traffic, noise and lights. If the board considering this project actually
cared about the people in the surrounding neighborhoods they would not allow this
project to go forward. None or very few of the people who will be using the facilities of
this project on a daily basis will actually live in the surrounding area. Shouldn't this
project be something that would benefit the local area?

Regards,

Diane Kelly
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San Martin resident



From: usinet.dperu

To: Reilly, Jim
Subject: Cordoba Center
Date: Sunday, January 22, 2017 7:12:16 PM

Good Morning Mr. Reilly,
| wanted to thank you for keeping us up to date on this project that seems inevitable. This may seem

selfish, but my concern is for the neighbors bordering the property. These are neighbors who live
there because it is rural and reasonably quiet. | see this coming, people blocking the Ludwig’s
driveway, the noise. Nothing has been said or printed about a speaker blaring out the call to prayer
other people experience near established mosques, and | wonder if this will also be a part of what’s
coming.

No doubt the landscape of San Martin is changing, but do we have to fill in every available bit of
acreage with buildings, pavement, noise, and people? That particular area would make a beautiful
county park, please don’t continue to allow businesses (like Bracco’s Trucking) and other public
interests to further pollute and destroy a lifestyle many of us in San Martin cherish.

Thank you for your time,

Dawn Peru
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From: drosemont

To: Reilly, Jim

Cc: Wasserman, Mike

Subject: Cordoba Center Project in San Martin
Date: Saturday, January 21, 2017 3:03:04 PM

Dear Mr. Jim Reilly,

Regarding: -Project to be located on a 15.8-acre site fronting on Monterey Road just north of California Avenue, San Martin
(14065 Monterey Road, APN: 779-06-002.

-Proposed religious and cultural institution (Cordoba Center) would include a mosque, a community building for education,
recreation and assembly, an ancillary graveyard, and summer youth camp. Facilities have been designed to accommodate
up to 300 persons for scheduled religious services with greater anticipated capacity for occasional special events)

** At the SMNA Town Hall meeting last week, Dawn Cameron (Roads & Airports Dept) confirmed that San
Martin is in a 'Flood Plain'. Given this fact, a cemetery in San Martin appears to be unsafe and
unacceptable for environments reasons.

The following issues MUST be addressed:

- TRAFFIC STUDIES: Flow Management, Signal Need Study, Turning Lanes (especially due to Monterey
Rd blind-curve just south of the bridge), School Zoning

- ENVIRONMENTAL: Water Protection/Contamination ie: Neighboring Creek, Shallow Water Table,
Flood Zone, especially pertaining to cemetery.**

- NOISE STUDIES: How will acceptable decibels (dB) & Sound Pressure with amplifiers be determined
for relationship between frequency & level? What can/cannot be broadcast in the public sphere?*** The
county should establish and enforce the 'No Amplified Noise Ordinance (before 10am or after 10pm), for
the Village of San Martin.

*** | respect tolerance towards all religions, but there should be a stricter law on noise pollution binding all. |
personally believe all religions in good spirit, should shun excessive noise pollution. Loudspeakers were not
invented before 1861, yet Prophet Mohammed, Hindu saints, Guru Nanak Dev and Christian Missionaries
preached religion without the help of loudspeakers. | personally, do not want ANY amplified noise before 10am
and 10pm, and have made personal requests of this to the county throughout the many years.

Also, the impact on traffic in this very rural area is very negative. The town of San Martin is made up basically of
farmland. There are many generational “homesteads” located adjacent to this proposed project. Please reconsider
the environmental impact on this quiet, sleepy, beautiful rural town and surrounding area including the towns of
Morgan Hill and Gilroy.

| appreciate your attention and dedication to the health and welfare of your constituents. Please reply as soon as
possible. Thank you!

Donna Rosemont

Morgan Hill, CA 95037
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From: Georgina Bugeja

To: Reilly, Jim

Subject: Impact of the proposed Cérdoba project
Date: Friday, February 3, 2017 11:16:51 PM
Dear Mr. Riley,

| have been a San Martin resident for the past 20 years. Myself, husband and children commute daily to Sunnyvae
for Work and school utilizing Monterey Hwy to bypass the already backed up traffic starting at 7:00 am on the 101.
To impact the Monterey Hwy with the additional traffic flow of the Cérdoba project, will land lock all of the
residents that provide the tax base for the existing roads, (that our already under duress). San Martin is not designed
for such expansion of daily traffic and this will impact all of the residents.

In the past 10 years the traffic has increase 10 fold and to burden our commutes to and from work is unreasonable
for our rural town.

| ask that the council re evaluate such unnecessary congestion, which is aready reached its capacity of reasonable
travel.

| thank you for consideration and hope our council can see that balance is necessary to thrive as arural community.
Best regards,

Georgina Spatola

11035 New Avenue property B

Gilroy, ca 95020

408-887-3618.

Sent from my iPhone
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February 13, 2017

County of Santa Clara

Department of Planning and Development
Attn: Jim Reilly

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, CA 95110

Ref: File 2145 - Cordoba Center and File 2229 - Patel RV Park

Dear Mr. Reilly,

We wish to list a number of points for consideration in the Notice of Preparation in advance of the compilation
of the Environmental Impact Report for the above listed projects.

Since the two projects are located along the same Monterey Rd. frontage (between the Llagas Creek Bridge to
the North and California Avenue to the South) and share a common property line, we kindly request that
these projects be considered in unison. We realize that the status of the Patel RV Park is currently
undetermined, however, the cumulative impact of both projects are of a size and scope that effect a very
specific, concentrated area of San Martin.

Points for Consideration:

1. Vehicle entrance and exit from the properties.
Since the vehicle entrance to the Cordoba project is a short distance south of a right-hand curve, and
the Llagas Creek bridge acts as a vision barrier around this bend, a speed reduction lane for both
properties is of paramount importance. In addition, left turns from the properties to north bound
Monterey Rd. should not be allowed since the visual distance to safely cross Monterey Rd. is severely
limited. Auto speeds along this section of Monterey Rd. are often in excess of the posted 50mph. In
addition, the California Ave./Monterey Rd. intersection needs to be thoroughly studied to handle an
increase of various types vehicular traffic from both properties. Should California Ave. be widened to
Colony Ave? Requiring the installation of a signal light at the intersection of Monterey Rd. and
California Ave. should be considered.

2. Story Poles
Since both projects involve multiple structures of various heights, the use of “story poles” to
comprehend the visual impact and structural density on the properties is requested. All structures for
both projects should be outlined including structures for the care taker and the “camp area” in the NW
corner of the Cordoba property.

3. Riparian zone, septic systems, storm water run-off and water usage
Installing multiple commercial sized septic systems on a concentrated area, and the effects of the
entire riparian zone, requires thorough study. The proximity of the Cordoba septic system to the Llagas
Creek and the elevated location of the leach lines are bordering on the minimum separation distance
from the creek. Note: the creek is at elevated levels due to the current seasonal run-off. The rain water
run-off from both projects has always been a concern for decades. The historic trend is for both
properties to drain in a south-westerly direction into the three adjoining properties on the west side of



both projects. Pooling occurs at the NW corner of California and Colony Aves. even after rainfall in
drier years. The run-off then continues to eventually pool at a 12” culvert running under California Ave.
Photos and videos are available that show this run-off in the current season as well as the past multiple
drought years. Projected water usage of both properties needs to be critically analyzed. Will both
properties be serviced from their own independent wells? The addition of literally multiple hundreds
of individuals in a concentrated area and their respective annual water usage will severely tax a
centralized aquifer.

Cemetery

The addition of a concentrated burial area, and the effects on area run-off and ground water, lends
added concern since all adjoining properties utilize wells. The addition of the cemetery effectively
condemns the property in perpetuity. The ablation facility on the property is near a residential well.
Photos are available of standing water at the perc test site in the recent drought years. What is the
expected burial rate? Once the cemetery is full —what happens? What does the State require vs the
County in terms of cemetery construction and monitoring? Does State Law usurp County Law
concerning cemetery requirements? Does the cemetery require a separate EIR? What are the
implications of the Cordoba Center approval without the approval of a cemetery? Does the property
owner know that the City of San Jose has approved a new non-denominational cemetery, yet
undeveloped, in the remote hills near Cinnabar Hills Golf Course? This is a much more fitting location
for a cemetery rather than on a major thorough fare of the South County regardless of the rural
residential “country” setting.

Lighting and noise abatement

The addition of these projects to the properties will have net add effect of increased night lighting and
a net add of noise to the community. What methods for light containment and noise abatement will be
employed to diminish the impact on neighboring properties? Will exterior lighting be used on the
structures at the camp site on the plateau of the hill?

Overall lack of infrastructure

The lack of supporting infrastructure for both projects at this concentrated location is of concern. Local
municipalities to the north and south are better suited to support the resource requirements of these
projects.

We appreciate your thorough consideration of our concerns regarding the impact of two large projects
on a concentrated area of San Martin.

Sincerely,

Martin Groen
On behalf of the RJ Groen Trust
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From: Joe Cambareri

To: Reilly, Jim; Napier, Michele
Subject: NOP for EIR Cérdoba
Date: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:47:29 AM

All points contained here are abasis for afair argument and | request all beincluded in draft EIR.
Flooding flows southwest where proposed cemetery is

Analysisfor turning lane and traffic.

Night time lighting affecting wildlife

Amplified noise with events

Air quality analysis

This development belongs in urban area.
Please abide by the San Martin integrated design plan!

Joe Cambareri

13820 colony Ave
San Martin CA 95046
408-316-0603
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From: Janette Nogosek

To: Reilly, Jim

Subject: Cordoba Center

Date: Monday, January 23, 2017 9:31:33 AM
Hello Mr. Reilly~

I, again, would like to voice my opinion on the Cordoba Center being considered for
San Martin.

| do not feel that San Martin or South County is an appropriate place for a religious
center of this size, whether it is a Mosque or for any other religion.

Why would want an extra 300-500 people in our small area every weekend that have
no interest or value in our community? Not to mention the increase in traffic on our
already crowded infrastructure that no one is considering with all the new building

anyway?

| wish the committee would seriously consider the wants and needs of our small
community in this matter. Most everyone | speak to feels the same way about building
this center, it is not wanted or needed for South County.

Thank you, again~

Janette Dass
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From: John English

To: Napier, Michele

Cc: Reilly, Jim; Shoe, Bill; Eastwood, Rob
Subject: Cordoba EIR and SMPAC

Date: Tuesday, January 17, 2017 10:38:38 AM

Would it not be appropriate to give SMPAC and Planning Commission the opportunity to provide
input to the Notice of Preparation for Cordoba and get public comment?

John English

408 607 3117
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From: Lynn MPET

To: Reilly, Jim

Subject: comment for south valley islamic community
Date: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 10:35:18 AM
Hi, Jim:

To County of Santa Clara Department of Planning and Development,

We believe the environmental impacts of the Cordoba Center Project are harmful and of no
benefit to the County and surrounding area. Construction spill off to the Llagas Creek and
disruption of farmland will disturb local residences. We are not in support of the construction
and fruition of such a project.

Sincerely,
Kenny

WB& LYNN LLC


mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0698837dc78f44d584cfc7b5322be64d-Reilly, Jim

From: Katy Escobedo

To: Reilly, Jim
Subject: Cordoba Center
Date: Saturday, January 21, 2017 11:26:27 AM

Concerns: magjor traffic on Santa Teresa to get to the center. My backyard faces Santa Teresa and | would need tall
privacy and noise control devices. Trees or privacy fence.

Another concern is the loud calling for prayer. It would echo and interfere with my needed quiet time and resting

time.
Thank you
Katy Escobedo

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Karen Gebura

To: Reilly, Jim

Subject: Comments on proposal for Cordoba Center in San Martin
Date: Monday, January 23, 2017 3:45:34 PM

Dear Jim,

As ahomeowner who livesin the vicinity of the proposed Cordoba Center
and cemetery | have a number of concerns about the environmental impact
of this proposed project. Many have expressed concern about the traffic
congestion this project will createin the areaand | also am concerned
about this. The roads are aready in terrible shape with potholes
everywhere and there are sometimes long waits at traffic lights,

especially on weekends when people are traveling on Watsonville or Santa
Theresato get to the coast, and back. (sometimes bumper

to bumper) We are a quiet peaceful neighborhood and | fear this facility
would exacerbate the problems that are already occurring and forever
change that.

Another concern | have hasto do with the potential public health and

safety issues created by this project. Anyone who has heard Bay Area

news in the last few weeks iswell aware of the flooding we have had in this neighborhood due

to the proximity to Llagas Creek and Lake and the consistent Flash Flood

Warnings. It would seem very unwise to be planning a major facility in

an area prone to serious flooding and particularly one with a

graveyard. As everyone knows we are on an aquifer here. How isa

vast area of decaying bodies going to impact our groundwater, especially

as | understand the Muslim practice is to not embalm bodies and to place them

directly into the ground? What kind of liability will the cities of

Morgan Hill and San Martin have to take on if there are health hazards

that occur as aresult of this, and how will those costs be passed on to the

taxpayersin these towns? What is the proposal for clean up if thereis

a health hazard discovered and how much will that cost? Before this

project is considered for approval thisis research that should be done

and | have not seen any information to indicate that thisis being

considered. If thereis, the public should be made aware of this. | sincerely hope the fear of appearing "politically
incorrect” is not superseding the concern for the health and

safety of our families, citizens, and wildlife or the financial burdens that may be placed upon residents because of
the facility.

Having our beautiful hillsturned into the blight and eyesore of a
cemetery will also bring our property values down. Right now the trail
along Llagas Creek to the Lakeis extensively used by local

citizens and visitors for recreation, biking, and relaxation. This
project would disturb the peace of the area, especialy if there are
loudspeakers coming from the mosque that issue a call to prayer at
frequent times of the day and night. (Asis standard practice at many
mosques) Would there be any ordinance put in place to prevent this
practice and how would it be enforced? The potential noise pollution
even if there aren’t the loudspeakers will destroy the

tranquility of the areawhich iswhat draws people to buy homes here and
why many residents | eft the noise and bustle of other cities like San
Jose, etc.

I’m not sure why the goal of this group isto build in a quiet
residential areawhen it would seem much more practical to go somewhere
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closer to the freeway, where there is more industry in place, (so not as
much objection to noise and disruption), there are roads designed to
handl e the traffic coming on and off the freeway, and residents will not
be continually annoyed with the group for disturbing the peace.

| believe all of these factors have the potentia to lower property

values for homeowners in the area and raise our already sky-high taxes

to provide support for the infrastructure for the facility or any

potentia problems or hazards that occur because of it. Thisis decidedly not fair for
local homeowners and taxpayers.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns,
Karen Gebura
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From: Lisa Voss

To: Reilly, Jim
Subject: Objection to RV Patel Park and Cordoba Center
Date: Monday, January 16, 2017 8:54:59 PM

County of Santa Clara County Department of Planning and Development
Attention: Jim Reilly

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110

Dear Mr. Reilly,

As a resident of San Martin, | am writing to object to these two construction projects: the RV Park and the Cordoba
Center. | would like to be clear, the Islamic community is certainly welcome in the community, so that's not why |
write. | happen to be Catholic and similarly opposed the Morgan Hill SEQ development of the Catholic high school
on ag, lands in Morgan Hill, even thought my own children would have potentially benefitted from that one day
because that was also wrong for the community and urban planning. The objection is based on these massive
developments being entirely ruinous to the rural character of our town. They're way too big and contrary to the
nature of San Martin. Across the county, residents feel beset by the onslaught of development projects that are
drastically changing our quality of life.

Thank you,

Lisa Voss
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From: Mei

To: Reilly, Jim

Subject: Cordoba Center

Date: Saturday, January 14, 2017 11:37:17 AM
Dear Mr. Reilly,

I live in the neighbor of this proposed project.
| strongly against building such a Center in our neighbor of residential and rural area.
It will destroy the natural beauty of this quiet neighborhood with the extensive traffic flow!

Please help us to keep our neighborhood quiet and maintain our small town feeling!

Thank you!
Mei Sun
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From: Noshaba Afzal

To: Reilly, Jim

Cc: Rader, David

Subject: Re: Cordoba Community Center
Date: Monday, February 6, 2017 9:51:31 PM

Good evening Jim,
Thanks for your time and assurance of due process with the review of this project. We look
forward to the process and are confident in the SCC dedication of ajust review. Thanks again.

On Thu, Feb 2, 2017 at 9:00 AM, Rellly, Jim <Jim.Reilly@pln.sccgov.org> wrote:
Ms. Afzal,

Thank you for the good input. | will add this letter to the correspondence file for the project. Rest
assured that the County will review all the required testing and reports objectively.

Best regards,
Jm Reilly

From: Noshaba Afzal [mailto:noshabaal 986@gmail.com)]
Sent: Wednesday, February 01, 2017 7:52 PM

To: Reilly, Jim <Jm.Reill In.sccgov.org>

Subject: Cordoba Community Center

To Jm Reilly & Santa Clara County Department of Planning and Devel opment:

Asaresident of Santa Clara County since 1996, and a current resident of Gilroy, | look forward to the due
and just process of the County reviewing the request for the permit approval for the Muslim community
to build the Cordoba Project. The county isvery well aware of the issues that involve this project,
including the need for the Muslims of the South Valley Islamic Community (SVIC) to have a place of
worship, acommunity center and local Muslim cemetery to simply meet the current needs of the
community members. | am hopeful that the county will recognize that the Muslim community in the
South Valley has been living, working and positively contributing to the community at large for many
generations.

The current place of worship is a humble barn which is simply not large enough for SVIC to
accommodate the members of their own community. For the two holiday prayers and any other
community event, SVIC isforced to look to the outside for rental space just to meet their basic needs. To
get to the nearest mosque that can accommodate the SVIC members, it takes the members easily 45
minutes to 1 %2 hours travel time one way depending on traffic. The nearest Muslim cemetery isin
Livermore CA, and it can take up to 2 ¥2 hours travel time one way or longer due to the traffic.

The Muslim community is requesting that their permit be reviewed objectively and all the environmental
reports that have been done and previously passed, and any new tests that will be done again be reviewed
objectively so that the SVIC members can finally build their place of worship for their families. It isa
basic civil right for the SVIC members to be able to practice their faith locally in their own neighborhood.
From the previous county and town hall meetings regarding this project, the County and the public is very
well aware of the organized groups who are opposed the Cordoba Project claiming concerns of
contamination or environment, but who also publicly voiced they simply do not want “Muslims moving
in” their neighborhood. In this day and age where the President has enacted an open Ban on Muslims, we
are confident that Santa Clara County will review all the required testing and reports objectively and not
alow discriminatory policies or fear-mongering negatively impact judgement or further delay the permit
process yet once again. We are hopeful the SVIC members can finally receive objective approval on their
permit application to build and complete the Cordoba Project as part of their basic civil right as American
Citizens. Thank you for your time.
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Best Wishes,
Mrs. N. Afzd

Resident of unincorporated Gilroy, CA

Best Wishes,
Noshaba



<L
Santa Clara Valley
Audubon Society

Santa Clara County Department of Planning and Devel opment
Attn: Jim Reilly

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California95110

January 23, 2017 ViaEmail: jim.reilly@pln.sccgov.org

Re: Cordoba Center Notice of Preparation
Dear Mr. Rellly,

The following are comments by the Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society (SCVAS) on the
Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Cordoba Center (Project). SCVAS s concerned that the
proposed Project exceeds size thresholds for the parcel and will not fit in with the rural nature of
the area, in addition to possible agricultural and biological impacts.

Agriculture
The NOP does not state the current or recent use of the parcel. It does appear from aerial views

that some of the site may be agricultural, or at least have soils adequate to support agricultural
uses.

The EIR should evaluate the loss of agricultural soils on the parcel and then discuss possible
mitigation. The obvious mitigation would be to protect through conservation easement other
agricultural landsin the area. Thistype of compensatory mitigation is envisioned in CEQA,
where the definition of mitigation includes, “ Compensating for the impact by replacing or
providing substitute resources or environments.” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15370) While the
plans for the site include a small area planted in fruit trees, the EIR should consider whether
additional agricultural practices could be provided on the Project site, to lessen the impact to
agricultural resources. It may be possible to mitigate completely on the Project site for resources
lost.

Llagas Creek
SCVAS appreciates the plan for a 150-foot setback from Llagas Creek. We urge the County and

the Project applicant to widen the setback to 200+ feet and to consider plant much of the setback
areawith native riparian vegetation and native trees. The rains and flooding of winter 2017
clearly show the importance of distancing development from the creek, especially elements that
could impact water quality and the riparian wildlife corridor.

22221 McClellan Road, Cupertino, CA 95014 Phone: (408) 252-3748 * Fax: (408) 252-2850
email: scvas@scvas.org * www.scvas.org



Migration Corridor

The EIR should look at use of the Project site as part of a migratory corridor between the Santa
Cruz Mountains and the Diablo Range. Coyote Valley represents the last, large movement
corridor in the County between these natural resource areas. As such, any interference with
wildlife movement should be considered a significant impact. Onsite and offsite enhancements
that benefit wildlife movement should be considered as mitigation for this potential impact.
Thisisaso aquestion of cumulative impacts. San Jose is currently considering a warehouse
facility in Coyote Valley. The Project’s cumulative impact analysis should consider the
Distribution Center project and any other planned development in the valley.

Alternatives

The NOP states that the Project “exceeds identified size thresholds.” Please explain. An
aternative should be analyzed that does not exceed size thresholds.

Another aternative should analyze the Project in comparison to the parcel’ s General Plan
designation of Rural Residential. Please discuss how many residences the parcel would support.

Groundwater Impacts

Please explain why the project is not hooking up to a sanitary sewer system. The plans propose
an onsite water treatment system. Such a system and its potential threat to groundwater quality
should be described in greater detail in the EIR along with the possibility of hooking up to the
closest sanitary sewer system.

Conclusion

Please keep us informed about this project as it moves forward. If you have any questions or
wish to contact us, please contact Shani Kleinhaus at shani @scvas.org or (650) 868-2114.
Thank you for considering these comments.

Thank you,

Shani Kleinhaus, Ph.D.
Environmental Advocate

22221 McClellan Road, Cupertino, CA 95014 Phone: (408) 252-3748 * Fax: (408) 252-2850
email: scvas@scvas.org * www.scvas.org



County of Santa Clara

Parks and Recreation Department

298 Garden Hill Drive

Los Gatos, California 95032-7669
(408) 355-2200 FAX 355-2290
Reservations (408) 355-2201

www.parkhere.org

January 13, 2017

Mr. Jim Reilly

County of Santa Clara

Department of Planning and Development
County Government Center, East Wing, 7" Floor
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, CA 95110-1705

Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Cordoba
Center Project (2145-16P-16A-16G)

Dear Mr. Reilly:

The County of Santa Clara Parks and Recreation Department (“County Parks Department”) is in
receipt of the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Cordoba
Center Project. Per the application, the project facilities include a two-story, approximately 9,000
square foot mosque; a two-story, approximately 14,500 square foot multi-use building; a four
acre Islamic cemetery; a 1/3 acre campground; and additional supportive and ancillary structures
on an approximately 16 acre tract. Potential impacts related to the Santa Clara County
Countywide Trails Master Plan Update (“Countywide Trails Plan”), an element of the Parks and
Recreation Section of the County General Plan adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 14, 1995, are the primary focus of the County Parks Department’s comments.

The EIR should include analyses related to the Countywide Trails Plan relative to countywide
trail routes, public access, and regional parks. Specifically, the Master Plan Update indicates a
planned trail route, the Benito-Clara Trail, adjacent to the subject property. The EIR should
describe the route and evaluate the potential impacts to this trail route as a result of the project.
Other impacts that require analysis include but are not limited:

e water quality of Llagas Creek;
e noise from the proposed center;
e aesthetic/visual impacts to public views; and


http://www.parkhere.org/

e pollution associated with grading and construction activities.

The site plan identifies a 150-foot riparian setback from the top of the bank of Llagas Creek. It is
imperative that this setback remain, as Llagas Creek is an important aquatic and riparian linkage
for wildlife from its headwaters to the confluence with the Parajo River. In addition, according to
the Natural Diversity Database, a rare wildflower species, the woodland woollythread, has been
observed on the subject property and the adjacent property. Analysis of potential impacts to this
species should occur during the completion of the EIR. Incorporation of appropriate mitigation
measures for all potential impacts into the EIR is essential.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) for the Cordoba Center Project. If you have any questions regarding these
comments, please feel free to contact me at (408) 355-2362 or via email at
Michael.Hettenhausen@prk.sccgov.org.

Sincerely,
Michael Hettenhausen

Michael Hettenhausen,
Associate Planner






GREEN FOOTHILLS

c& COMMITTEE FOR

Santa Clara Valley
Audubon Society

Santa Clara County Department of Planning and Development
Attn: Jim Reilly

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110

February 14, 2017 ViaEmail: jim.reilly@pln.sccgov.org
Re: Notice of Preparation for an EIR for the Cordoba Center Project
Dear Mr. Relilly,

The following are comments by the Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society (SCVAS) and the Committee
for Green Foothills (CGF) on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Cordoba Center (Project). SCVAS
and CGF are concerned that the proposed Project exceeds size thresholds for local serving institutions and
will consequently generate excessive impacts on the rural setting of the area and on environmental
resources.

In addition to the areas of environmental analysis outlined in the NOP, we ask that the following be
addressed.

A. Aesthetics
1. The EIR should use the San Martin Integrated Design Plan (Plan) when evaluate the visual
impact to character of the site and its surroundings.
The Project site is located within the San Martin Planning Area. In keeping with General Plan policy R-
LU 119, conformity of the Project with the Plan should be eval uated.

B. Agriculture
1. TheEIR should state current or recent use of the parcel.

2. The EIR should evaluate the loss of agricultural soils on the parcel and discuss possible
mitigation.

Recent findings under the County’s Climate and Agriculture Preservation Program indicates that rural
development has been the cause of 58% of farmland loss over the past 3 decades, especiadly in the
Morgan Hill and San Martin areas. Some of the Project site is zoned agricultural, and other areas of the
site may have soils adequate to support agricultural uses. The obvious mitigation would be to protect
other agricultural lands in the area through conservation easement. This type of compensatory mitigation
is envisioned in CEQA, where the definition of mitigation includes, “Compensating for the impact by
replacing or providing substitute resources or environments’ (CEQA Guidelines Section 15370). While
the plans for the site include a small area planted with fruit trees, the EIR should consider whether
additional agricultural practices could be provided on the Project site to lessen the impact to agricultural
resources.



C. Air Quality

1. The EIR should analyze the impacts on air quality to sensitive receptors in close proximity to the

Project.

The Project is expected to generate a significant amount of daily and weekly vehicle trips in addition to
occasional eventsthat will increase the number of trip travels. If the Evergreen Islamic Center in San Jose
can be used as a potential example of the number of events that can be held on a regular basis (once the
Cordoba Center is established) then it is reasonable to expect a significant amount of daily, weekly and
holiday vehicletrips.

D. Llagas Creek
1. TheEIR should consider the benefit of increasing the riparian setback.

We urge the County and the Project applicant to consider planting the setback area with native riparian
vegetation and native trees. The rains and flooding of winter 2017 clearly show the importance of
distancing development from the creek and providing a wide riparian buffer to reduce impacts to water
quality and the wildlife corridors. Although not an (light) industrial use, General Plan policy R-LU 120.1
is reasonably applicable to the Project given its footprint, expected number of attendees (100 — 500) at
any given event, and the anticipated number of events per year indicate an intense level of use.

E. Water Supply
1. The EIR should analyze the impacts of the Project on groundwater supply and groundwater quality.

F. Alternatives
1. TheEIR should include an explanation of how the Project “exceeds identified size thresholds.”
2. The EIR should analyze an alternative that does not exceed these size thresholds.

G. High Speed Rail
1. The EIR should describe and analyze impacts associated with the proposed High Speed Rail
alignment.

Please keep us informed about this project as it moves forward. If you have any questions or wish to
contact us, please contact Shani Kleinhaus at shani@scvas.org and Julie Hutcheson at
julie@greenfoothills.org. Thank you for considering these comments.

Thank you,

Shani Kleinhaus, Ph.D. Julie Hutcheson

Environmental Advocate Legislative Advocate

Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society Committee for Green Foothills

Phone: (650) 868-2114 Phone: (650) 968-7243 x339












From: Pat Caldwell

To: Reilly, Jim

Cc: Rader, David; "Kim Tschantz"

Subject: Re: South Valley Islamic Community
Date: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 12:48:50 PM

| assume you guys sent someone out today to check out real time flooding issues at California
and Monterrey. Very bad. Also, you could have witness the Morgan Hill crews pumping raw
sewage out of the ditches on San Martin and Highland for the second time this year. All
caused by flooding upstream beginning near the Mosgue site.

Pat Caldwell

(408) 892-7096

From: "Reilly, Jim"

To: 'Pat Caldwell'

Cc: "Rader, David" ; 'Kim Tschantz'

Sent: Wednesday, February 1, 2017 9:37 AM
Subject: RE: South Valley Islamic Community

Hi Pat,

Succinctly, the written plan to address drainage and flooding issues will come in the form of
project conditions after these issues have been analyzed and are better understood. Your
photos are instructive and are appreciated.

Regarding parking, 125 spaces are proposed. The EIR will include the results of a site
access and circulation assessment regarding the safe and efficient circulation of vehicles,
bicycles, and pedestrians around the project site and on the roadways adjacent to the
project site.

Hope this helps.

Jim

From: Pat Caldwell [mailto:pat_caldwell@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Wednesday, February 01, 2017 9:11 AM

To: Reilly, Jim

Cc: Rader, David ; 'Kim Tschantz'

Subject: Re: South Valley Islamic Community

Thanks Jim, but that general statement does NOT go far enough to address the
drainage and flooding. The statement "modification of existing drainage patterns, decreased
water quality, runoff, and flooding will be evaluated" is only an evaluation unlike the remaining portion the
statement where a technical memorandum will be written.

I would like to say how will flooding be evaluated since not one county employee or third party who has
the expertise was on-site to evaluate the flooding during the major storm in January. If there was such an
evaluation, what is the written plan to address this issue?

Also, you did not address the issue of traffic and parking the center's application state's where there will
be 500 attendees to events NOT 300 which would be allowed. Will the county allow parking for events on
California Ave? Will a traffic light be installed? Will attendees be able to turn across Monterey Hywy when
going North?

Thanks.

Pat Caldwell

(408) 892-7096

From: "Reilly, Jim" <Jim.Reill In.sccgov.org>
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To: 'Pat Caldwell' <pat_caldwell@sbcglobal.net>

Cc: "Rader, David" <David.Rader@pln.sccgov.org>; 'Kim Tschantz' <kimt@cypressenv.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 2:22 PM

Subject: RE: South Valley Islamic Community

Hi Pat,

Thanks very much for your comment and follow-up photos. The environmental

impact report will necessarily study the hydrology and drainage issues associated

with the project site. On page 3 of the notice, you'll find the following language

under “Potential Environmental Impacts.”
Hydrology and Water Quality. The potential impacts of implementation of the
proposed project with respect to modification of existing drainage patterns, decreased
water quality, runoff, and flooding will be evaluated, as well as potential groundwater
quality effects associated with the proposed leach fields, which are included as part of
the proposed onsite wastewater treatment system, and the proposed cemetery. A firm
County of Santa Clara 4 Cordoba Center Project Notice of Preparation specializing in
groundwater studies will evaluate the effects of the proposed wastewater treatment
facilities and cemetery in a technical memorandum that will be used to support the EIR’s
analysis of potential impacts to groundwater quality.

Hope this helps.

Jim Reilly

From: Pat Caldwell [mailto:pat caldwell@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:07 PM

To: Reilly, Jim <Jim.Reill In.sccgov.org>

Subject: South Valley Islamic Community

What has the county done to address and alleviate the flooding issues on
California Ave from Monterrey Ave to Harding Ave. Removing 15.8 acres and
putting in hard surfaces will only make the issue worse. In addition, if the
project for the RV park is approved this will make it ten times worse by
removing another 15 acres with hard surfaces. Where will all the water go?:
Where are the necessary parking spaces to accommodate 300 person
events? With only 60 spaces at the site that means California Ave will be lined
with cars. How does the county address this?

Thank you.

Pat Caldwell

(408) 892-7096
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From: Rick Llanes

To: Reilly, Jim

Subject: Cordoba Center San Martin

Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 10:45:42 AM

Jim
Please consider the following:

One Problem with the Cordoba Center it's in the wrong
place. Why is it

necessary to put a large complex in a rural community.
This type of development should be in an established
area, like the industrial park in Morgan Hill. There is still
lots of space and infrastructure established.

San Martin is and should stay a green zone, the area
around Monterey Rd and California Ave is rural.
Establishing a large complex like the RV park + Cordoba
Center will forever change the area going forward and
once there is a foothold for development more will follow.
The

intersection at Monterey and California will become very
congested and dangerous as traffic moving South on
Monterey will come around the curve just over the Llagas
creek bridge and be confronted with traffic going in or out
of the complex. This is a quiet, rural, residential area and
the activities will be going on from 10AM to 10PM, that is
unacceptable. Add to that the RV park you have got to
be kidding.

Thank You

Rick Llanes

1015 Easy St Morgan Hill
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From: Rick Spohn

To: Reilly, Jim

Cc: Wasserman, Mike

Subject: Cordoba Center Project

Date: Monday, January 23, 2017 10:52:30 AM

Hi Jim. | would like to express my concerns with the proposed Cordoba Center. | have lived
right around the corner on 13771 Harding Ave. for 30 years.

Traffic: Traffic today is already bad trying to go from California Ave. onto Monterey
Highway. In the afternoon you have to wait a considerable amount of time as traffic in both
directions has increased dramatically. Increased building growth in both Morgan Hill and
Gilroy has contributed to the increase in traffic. If the Cordoba Center goes in traffic will be
unbearable not to mention even more traffic with the adjacent RV park. Traffic will get worse
and worse as the center grows.

Water: I'm also concerned about their burial process affecting our ground water. We already
went through this with Olin in Morgan Hill so | hope the county learned alesson.

Noise: | am concerned with the noise levels coming from the center. It is very quiet out here
and any little noiseis amplified. Y ou don't have a bunch of structures to absorb noises. My
wife has traveled to Arab countries where there are mosgues, and she said the noise levels are
very loud when they call to prayer.

Buildings: San Martin is avery picturesque and country setting. Huge buildings don't belong

here and will be an eyesore. Like everything, onceit is established it will continue to grow.
The Cordoba Center belongsin a city where it would fit in with other like structures.

Rick
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February 14, 2017

County of Santa Clara

Department of Planning and Development
Attention: Jim Reilly

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5799

Email: jim.reilly@pln.sccgov.org , kirk.girard@pln.sccgov.org ,
michele.napier@pln.sccgov.org
cc: mike.wasserman@bos.sccgov.org

Re: Response to Notice of Preparation (Cordoba Center Project)

STUDY REQUIRED TO DETERMINE IMPACT OF CEMETERY ON
GROUNDWATER:

Cordoba Project cemetery proposes burying their dead directly into the ground (in
encased cement vaults) a few yards from neighboring properties who rely on well
water as their sole source of potable water. It should be noted that there are no
existing cemeteries currently in existence in the U.S. with the same parameters:

¢ Islamic burial method utilizing cement vaults

e Location of proposed cemetery — on a slope as opposed to flat level ground

e Cemetery located adjacent to/in close proximity of residents whose sole

source of potable water comes from their wells.

There is little information on the various impacts cemeteries have on the local
environment. In fact, most studies begin their papers citing this fact. ' The World
Health Organization states “Most existing cemeteries were sited without thought
being given to potential risks to the local environment or local community. The
impact of degradation products from seepage waters from cemeteries has only been
studied by a few researchers.”

1 Groundwater Contamination From Cemeteries Cases of Study by L. Rodrigues and A. Pacheco
http://paginas.fe.up.pt/~mjneves/env2010 files/Sessions/Papers%20C/Rodrigues,L3.PDF “This paper presents a study of
special interest because up to now there are no publications in Portugal, which investigate the impacts of physical, chemical
and microbiological groundwater contamination caused by cemeteries.”

Groundwater impact of Danescourt Cemetery, Wolverhampton
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/290466/scho1202biow-e-e.pdf A recent review
(West, et al. 1998) of microbiological contaminants in groundwater confirmed that little information on groundwater microbiology
of both indigenous and introduced populations exists in the UK and neither are the implications for groundwater quality and
human health understood. There is little information available on the survival and migration of pathogens in the unsaturated
zone and in groundwater.

THE IMPACT OF CEMETERIES ON THE ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC HEALTH
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/108132/1/EUR_ICP_EHNA_01_04_01(A).pdf?ua=1 Most existing cemeteries were
sited without thought being given to potential risks to the local environment or local community. The impact of degradation
products from seepage waters from cemeteries has only been studied by a few researchers.
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Findings from the first ever study of the impact of cemeteries on groundwater quality
done at Danescourt Cemetery? show that water is being contaminated
underground by bacteria from decaying bodies.”

Danescourt Cemetery suffered massive subsidence in heavy rain which prompted
scientist from the British Geological survey to be called in to determine what
occurred. Scientist placed bore holes in the cemetery and tested the groundwater
some 10 meters below the surface. In doing so they discovered the water was
contaminated with bacteria, including faecal streptococci indicating a human source.
The groundwater also contained Staphylococcus aureus, a bacterium found on
human skin which is responsible for most hospital-acquired infections and it is
unusual to find it in groundwater. The groundwater was so badly affected it was
described by the World Health Organization as “heavily contaminated”.

As referenced in "Til Death Do We Pollute, and Beyond: The Potential Pollution of
Cemeteries and Crematoriums” by Sable Guttman, Valerie Miller and Jade Watson?
“Decomposition products can provide food for microorganisms enabling their
maintenance and growth (Engelbrecht 1998). There are many bacteria and viruses
that are associated with the human body and its decomposition... and remain post-
mortem, thus are associated with cemeteries (Dent 2002; Ucisik & Rushbrook 1998).
Many are able to survive within the soil and groundwater without a host for an
extended time, allowing them to spread (Dent 2002). A variety of these bacteria and
viruses are known to cause disease in humans; even those present naturally in the
body can be pathogenic in other individuals and at different concentrations (Dent
2002). Dent (2002) detected several disease causing bacteria in the groundwater of
cemeteries, such as Enterococcus faecailis and Pseudomonas aeruginosa, as well
as faecal indicators like E. coli. Rodrigues & Pacheco (2003) also found higher
bacteria concentrations from water samples within cemeteries compared to those
hundreds of meters away. Engelbrecht (1998) found an increase in the number of
bacteria colony forming units in groundwater within and surrounding a cemetery
compared to the overall regional conditions, to such a level that it was considered
extremely polluted microbiologically. These studies illustrate that groundwater within
and surrounding cemeteries can be highly polluted by bacteria and viruses.” “There
are also regulations regarding the treatment of drinking water to remove
microorganisms; however, not all people are protected as standards are violated,
certain organisms are not removed and some homes, especially in the country, use
untreated well water (Rose et al. 2001). Despite the potential for attenuation and
removal from treatment, this is a potential health hazard. Water-bourne pathogens
are associated with many ailments such as gastrointestinal, neurological, liver,
lymphatic and endocrinological deseases, in addition to increasing cancer risk (Rose
et al. 2001).”

As piped in city water is not an option for most San Martin residents, groundwater
safety is a primary concern. San Martin residents fell victim to the most high-profile

2 Groundwater impact of Danescourt Cemetery, Wolverhampton

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/290466/scho1202biow-e-e.pdf
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https://archive.org/stream/tiiDeathDoWePolluteAndBeyondThePotentialPollutionOfCemeteriesAnd/TillDeathDoWePollute#page
/n1/mode/2up/search/groundwater



pollution case in Silicon Valley since 1981 when the Olin Corporation had improperly
disposed of toxic chemicals*. Residents are still recovering from a 10-mile long
plume of perchlorate-contaminated water that affected over 200 of their private wells.

It should be noted on the record that South Valley Islamic Center (i.e. Cordoba
Center Project) advertised that they were sponsoring a presentation in conjunction
with the Green Burial Council (Nov 10, 2016 — see attached flyer) on “Green
Cemeteries.” This presentation was to educate the public on the safety of “green
cemeteries” insinuating that Cordoba’s proposed cemetery was to be “green” and
safe.

This presentation was to “present the facts on this practice [green burial] and answer
questions in relation to the cemetery proposed” by the Cordoba Project. The
presentation was cancelled by Sal Akhter of SVIC citing “The folks from Green Burial
Council are from New Jersey and were supposed to be in the North Bay for another
event on Nov 10th. We thought there might be an opportunity for them to come visit
us after their other engagement, so we invited them and they agreed but then they
later cancelled, citing schedule conflict.”

With the presentation cancelled, concerned San Martin residents contacted the
Council on Green Burial to obtain information that the presentation would have
provided. Kate Kalanick, Executive Director of the Green Burial

Council www.greenburialcouncil.org, 888-966-3330 x104, advised “We were
scheduled to speak at the town hall meeting, however we found at the 11" hour
that the [Cordoba] project would not meet our criteria for certification and decided
that we would not be able to publicly support the project based on that.”

This brings up two major concerns.

1. The proposed Cordoba cemetery is not “green” (according to GBC standards)
as the public was led to believe, bringing up the question of public safety and
why Cordoba refused adherence of compliance with GBC'’s criteria for green
standard certification?

2. The fact that SVIC misrepresented and misled the public into believing that the
proposed cemetery would be operated under the GBC safety criteria and then
publicly lying on a public neighborhood blog re: the reason for cancelling the
presentation speaks loudly to The Cordoba Project’s credibility.

San Martin residents are apprehensive of anything that might contaminate their
wells. Their concerns are legitimate and founded on the fact that local government
did nothing to protect them from the recent perchlorate contamination.

Given the unique parameters of the proposed cemetery; new data supporting that
groundwater is being contaminated underground by bacteria from decaying bodies,
and the lack of data/studies done that would support a position claiming the
proposed cemetery would not adversely affect resident’s wells, leads to the
conclusion that further studies are warranted prior to any further consideration the
Cordoba Project cemetery going forward.

4 http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralcoast/water_issues/programs/olin_corp/index.shtml
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In addition, once studies are complete, should said studies indicate there is no
adverse effects or possibilities of contamination to any of the San Martin wells, a
local ongoing land trust for monitoring the Cordoba Center Project’s cemetery with
the highest levels of compliance of certification (possibly — with the Council on Green
Burials?) must be implemented to insure and guarantee the ongoing safety of the
San Martin residents wells. This is the ONLY acceptable way to ensure San Martin
residents that another perchlorate or other type contamination will not occur.

WET WATER STUDIES:

California has been in a drought for seven years with below average rainfall.
Percolation tests were performed during drought conditions. As indicated above in
the Groundwater impact of Danescourt Cemetery study, Danescourt Cemetery
suffered massive subsidence in heavy rain. With California’s current flooding
conditions in the San Martin area where the project is proposed, wet water studies
should be initiated.

TRAFFIC STUDIES:

The initial size of the Project has tripled, possibly quadrupled since inception. The
fact that the location of the Project is coming off a blind curve with no right turn lane if
travelling south, or a left turn lane if travelling north requires traffic studies be done
considering adding of additional turn lanes in both directions at the projected area
site.

e The number of Visitors as listed on Site Plan Septic System- Sheet 1 of 10,
Delta | revision of 4/15/16 is 2238 weekly which is 116,376 per year,

e The above number does not include all the meeting, conference, classrooms,
administration, kitchen, halls and annex as noted on Site Plan Septic
System - Sheet 10 of 10, Delta | revision of 4/15/16 which is in excess of
11,271.8 square feet of space that can be occupied.

Therefore, | am asking that:
e An extensive traffic study be performed with assessment for a traffic signal,
e Monterey Road from Tennant to San Martin be repaved and maintenance
money be put aside to cover the additional traffic and usage,
e San Martin to Monterey be reconfigured to handle the additional traffic,
e Tennant to Monterey via Butterfield has already been improved by a previous
project but maintenance costs be figured to keep it like it is now.

Furthermore, this increased traffic will create added emission and | request an air
analysis and air quality study be performed.

| believe that all the aforementioned are basis for a fair argument and they be
included in the DRAFT EIR.

Respectfully submitted,

Georgine Scott-Codiga
Gilroy, CA
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Excel spread sheet set up to show maximum daily wastewater flows and that a\gystem set up to treat and dispose of up to 6000 gallons a day iyadequate to handle themy Attendance notes by Kim Tsch;ntz, MSP, CEP of Cypress Environmental and Land Use Planning N PROJECT DISCUSSIONS REVISIONS
DAY DAY VISITORS (15 GPD) STAFF (15GPD) CAMPERS (35GPD) GALLONS OF WASTEWATER GALLONS PUMPED GALLONS LEFT IN TREATMENT TANK Note for Friday: The 502 figure (500 a day-users + 2 staff) represents maximum attendance This plan was prepared to show where septic leach fields and septic tanks can fit and how they will be installed on this property to serve the /N 4152016
during special events, which will only occur 4 times/year. Two special event days will be on expected volumes of wastewater. There are two classes of wastewater to be generated on this site, non-residential and residential. COUNTY COMMENTS | SRH
S::LIJDRAD;Y ;2(2) ; fg 31553;8 gggg 1452300 Fr|da.y and the other two on a V\./eekend (.:Jay. No summer cam!:) sessmné will occ.ur durmg @ The non-residential wastewater flow is composed of the flow from the campsite bathrooms, the maintenance building, the Mosque, and the
special event day. Normally, Friday maximum attendances will be 302; or 350 if occurring . - . . . . . . .
. ’ Community Building. The maximum daily wastewater flow is based on the projected maximum number of users times the estimated flow from
SUNDAY . 364 2 48 7170 6000 1590 during a summer camp session. the associated activity from Table 3-2, Wastewater Design Flow Guidelines, Multiunit and Non-residential Facilities found in the County's
MONDAY 212 > 48 4935 6000 525 Note for Saturday: The 262 figure (212 day-users + 2 staff + 48 summer campers) Onsite System Manual.
TUESDAY 212 5 48 4935 6000 -540 represents maximum attendance on a Saturday. 1. The main buildings are expected to have water use similar to a church with a kitchen (15 gallons per day per person). The expected daily
WEDNESDAY 212 5 48 4935 6000 -1605 _ maximum attendance is discussed in the attached notes from Cypress Environmental and land Use Planning, and shown in the attached Excel
Note for Sunday: The 414 figure (362 day-users + 2 staff + 48 summer campers) represents Spreadsheet.
THURSDAY 212 > 48 4935 6000 ~2670 maximum attendance on a weekend when either a wedding or a funeral service is held. 2. The Camp area has two bathrooms and will serve a total of no more than 48 people a day. The camp area bathrooms represent a possible
Sunday attendance includes Youth Sunday School which does not occur on Saturday. wastewater flow of 35 gallons a day per visitor for a total of 1680 gallons.
TOTAL 1924 26 288 39330 42000 a Note for Monday--Thursday: This figure (217 day-users + 48 summer campers) represents 3. The maintenance building will have two to five daily employees, who will use the restroom facilities located in this and other non-residential
. y v: & y . P P ) buildings. At 15 gallons per person per day this represents a daily wastewater flow of 30 to 75 gallons a day.
Xcerpt from County's Onsite Mantz maximum attendance when there could be up to 2.00 People attenderg all Pra.lyer service
that day and 12 othgr peoplej at a scheduled meeting in the commu!qlty building and the All of the non-residential flows will be treated and disposed of in the same wastewater treatment and disposal system. The total maximum
3. Flow Equalization. Flow equalization may be summer youth camp is occurring and 5 weekday staff are also on the site. daily wastewater flow that this system will need to handle is 7,530 gallons a day (see Friday use numbers on attached Excel Spreadsheet).
used for non-residential and mixed use facilities
that experience significant, regular and The septic tank size must provide two times the maximum daily flow (2 * 7,530 = 15,060 gallons) and | have specified a 20,000 gallon tank to
predictable fluctuations in wastewater serve this purpose. An Equalizing tank (also 20,000 gallons in capacity) follows the septic tank. This tank regulates the amount of waste water
flows. Examples of applicable facilities include, sent to the treatment units and leach fields to a maximum daily level of up to 6,000 gallons a day. Thus the pump chamber, treatment units,
but are not limited to: and leach fields are sized based on this "equalized flow" (per the County's Onsite Manual). The pump chamber volume is 9000 gallons. | have
Churches included a chart with the appropriate maximum daily wastewater volumes that shows that at this rate (up to 6,000 gallons a day) the volume of
Schools I 1 n o_ 50| wastewater in the regulating tank would return to it lowest operating volume by Wednesday night. This system has the capacity to treat and
SCale - dispose fo 42,000 gallons a week which is 2,670gallons more than our projected maximum annual wastewater volume week (39,330 gallons).

Special event venues

Flow equalization is the process of controlling the
rate of wastewater flow through an OWTS by
providing surge capacity storage and
timed-dosing of the incoming flow. Installed

Two perk sets of perk tests were performed for the drip systems shown on these plans. One set labeled P101-P115 in 2014 and the other as
P201-p207 in 2015 on this plan. The location of these perk test holes is marked on the site and septic system plans. The 2015 perk tests are
located in the area used for the non-residential system and achieved a stabilized rate of 41 minutes per inch. This rate allows the use of the

following the septic tank, it allows peak surges in N application rate of .6 gallons per square foot of infiltrative area. At this application rate and volume of wastewater two leach fields each with
wastewater flow (e.g., from a weekend event) to 77 10,000 square feet of infiltrative area are required (6,000 gallons per day/.6 gallons per square foot of infiltrative surface = 10,000 square feet
be temporarily stored and metered into the N of infiltrative area). This plan provides two leach fields each with more than 10,000 square feet of infiltrative area. According to the manual
treatment system and/or dispersal 7% when drip tubing is placed 2 feet apart, and the tubing has an emitter placed every two feet of tubing length, each emitter is equivalent to 4

square feet of infiltrative area and therefore each of the leach fields needs to have at least 2,500 emitters (10,000 square feet / 4 square feet

field at a relatively even (“average”) rate over an
extended number of days (e.g., during the
subsequent week). This generally aids OWTS
performance. Where flow equalization is
proposed to be incorporated in an OWTS the
following apply:
a. the septic tank capacity shall be sized based on
the peak daily flow for the facility;
b. the design flow used for sizing supplemental 1500 gllon septictak
treatment unit(s) and/or the dispersal field may ssco/ ; 4 ) - A
be based on the equalized (“average”) flow rate . was 46 minutes per inch. This excludes the failing rate _of P102‘and‘ the area arOL.md P102 is
rather than the peak daily flow rate for the areas Of deta || therefgre not used for leach trenches. The corres.pondllng application rate fqr this perk tgst
facility; SEPTIC EFFLUENT PIPE result is .4 gallons per day per square foot of infiltrative area. Two leach fields each with
! 1,125 square feet of infiltrative area are required for this system (450 gpd/ .4gpd/sqft =

c. engineering calculations and specifications 1125 f finfiltrati
must be submitted substantiating the proposed square feet of infiltrative area).

design and operation of the flow equalization
system; and

d. an operating permit (per OWTS Ordinance
section B11-92) will be required.

per emitter = 2500 emitters) as shown.

Since a drip system is used for effluent dispersal, treatment in NSF 40 approved units is required before the effluent is sent to the leach fields
(manual). For these non-residential structures | have specified 4 Multi-flo FTB 1.5 units (each treats 1,500 gallons a day, specifications page 2)
to treat the up to 6000 gallons a day flow they will receive.

The Caretaker residence will be a three bedroom residence for which the County requires a
& 4-15-2016 wastewater flow of 450 gallons per day to be used for septic system design. The perk test
holes used for this system are shown on the plan as P101- P106, and the perk rate achieved

Since | used a 1 foot separation between tubes and
between emitters for this drip system each emitter is
equivalent to 1 square foot of infiltrative area and enough
tubing must be installed to provide two separate leach
areas each with 1,125 emitters as shown. The septic tank
and pump chamber are both required to have a volume of
1500 gallons as shown here and on page 4 of this plan.
The treatment system is a Multi-flo FTB .075 unit (see
specifications on page 2), large enough to serve up to 750,

P.O. BOX 342
PACIFICA, CA 94044
srhartsell@gmail.com (650) 888-2419

S.R. HARTSELL, R.E.H.S.

Note:
Vehicles will not be washed on site except for
golf cart type vehicles located in inside their

covered storage area, there will be no significant
wastewater generated by this process. gallons a day.
ALTERNATIVE SYSTEMS
' _ 148912 square feet total cemetery
The septic systems shown here incorporate the 7 e s e L AT
use of NSF 40 certified treatment units (a NCH IN AN AREA OF 20% OR GREATER SUDPE B
Multiflo) and shallow drip system dispersal of NO LEACH TRE e & 0 50' 100'
effluent to enhance the treatment of this : I & o o S— =2
wastewater stream and reduce any potential - * Dsensa vag e 7 foldpert < U 2
pollutants before they can contaminate the o Vb oL e o ’ ' e —~ — wl
ground water. p207 @ g N IN——— & scale 1" = 50" el E —
. . . ) 334 """ eestesoeot e == ___',___( Ll w m
The drip disposal system was designed using p112 P110 e W ‘  on >
Geoflow (manufacturer of the the drip tubing FALEDTOD FAST & s P08 @ /—-——"" ‘ | " e — N
and much of he hardware) and County criteria. P i 30 / = - & n
Excel spreadsheets with design criteria are 'Y s s / ]
- M Seiee et 5 3
attached. = A
The treatment system is NSF 40 certified and a s S ] 5
supplement for the owner and /County contains /... == . §
the operation and maintenance guidelines for it. * & * z ' ' fessesseeeeess PPERSALALE & 8"
) " s 7 = : ‘ .
Since these are alternative systems in Santa Clara S i o : PI0d -
County, the County requires that the owner o . W 3 R "® n@
obtain an operating permit from them (has to be — s b , R "o o 0 o)
renewed every year and has annual fees) and I ,WG; : & o I <
hire a company to maintain the system as a o g o O - ~
condition of issuing the permit to allow its ZPY - ' Lll_'l oc g =)
installation. y % = > < o
]
. 1500 gallon: LI-I E U LD
s € O .o
" & ® <=2 o
from County Onsite Manual 8 % - ll:
Mosaue Y
OS<z
| gmig
S //uleno\d #
. Y % SSCO ! % — —pump invert 301.00 U O %
/V \upp,v ) 1500 gallon pump chamber q’
. — pump chamber — o — N
W, cone v \ A e Xerxes 9,000 gallon tank e
' ’é;/l?— electrical conduit
) parking November 30, 2015
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Notes: BY SRH
1. All kitchen equipment to be NSF certified or certified by other appropriate certification agency.
2, The types of events in this facility are described in detail in the narrative project description submitted with this project application. PAGE

3. The maximum number of people attending events will be 500 persons.

4. There will not be any laundering of kitchen of summer camp linens on-site. SEPTIC 10
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February 14, 2017

County of Santa Clara

Department of Planning and Development
Attention: Jim Reilly

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5799

Email: jim.reilly@pln.sccgov.orqg , kirk.girard@pln.sccgov.org ,
michele.napier@pln.sccgov.org
cc: mike.wasserman@bos.sccgov.org

Re: Response to Notice of Preparation (Cordoba Center Project)

STUDY REQUIRED TO DETERMINE IMPACT OF CEMETERY ON
GROUNDWATER:

Cordoba Project cemetery proposes burying their dead directly into the ground (in
encased cement vaults) a few yards from neighboring properties who rely on well
water as their sole source of potable water. It should be noted that there are no
existing cemeteries currently in existence in the U.S. with the same parameters:

¢ Islamic burial method utilizing cement vaults

e Location of proposed cemetery — on a slope as opposed to flat level ground

e Cemetery located adjacent to/in close proximity of residents whose sole

source of potable water comes from their wells.

There is little information on the various impacts cemeteries have on the local
environment. In fact, most studies begin their papers citing this fact. ' The World
Health Organization states “Most existing cemeteries were sited without thought
being given to potential risks to the local environment or local community. The
impact of degradation products from seepage waters from cemeteries has only been
studied by a few researchers.”

1 Groundwater Contamination From Cemeteries Cases of Study by L. Rodrigues and A. Pacheco
http://paginas.fe.up.pt/~mjneves/env2010 _files/Sessions/Papers%20C/Rodrigues,L3.PDF “This paper presents a study of
special interest because up to now there are no publications in Portugal, which investigate the impacts of physical, chemical
and microbiological groundwater contamination caused by cemeteries.”

Groundwater impact of Danescourt Cemetery, Wolverhampton
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/290466/scho1202biow-e-e.pdf A recent review
(West, et al. 1998) of microbiological contaminants in groundwater confirmed that little information on groundwater microbiology
of both indigenous and introduced populations exists in the UK and neither are the implications for groundwater quality and
human health understood. There is little information available on the survival and migration of pathogens in the unsaturated
zone and in groundwater.

THE IMPACT OF CEMETERIES ON THE ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC HEALTH
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/108132/1/EUR_ICP_EHNA_01_04_01(A).pdf?ua=1 Most existing cemeteries were
sited without thought being given to potential risks to the local environment or local community. The impact of degradation
products from seepage waters from cemeteries has only been studied by a few researchers.
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Findings from the first ever study of the impact of cemeteries on groundwater quality
done at Danescourt Cemetery? show that water is being contaminated
underground by bacteria from decaying bodies.”

Danescourt Cemetery suffered massive subsidence in heavy rain which prompted
scientist from the British Geological survey to be called in to determine what
occurred. Scientist placed bore holes in the cemetery and tested the groundwater
some 10 meters below the surface. In doing so they discovered the water was
contaminated with bacteria, including faecal streptococci indicating a human source.
The groundwater also contained Staphylococcus aureus, a bacterium found on
human skin which is responsible for most hospital-acquired infections and it is
unusual to find it in groundwater. The groundwater was so badly affected it was
described by the World Health Organization as “heavily contaminated”.

As referenced in "Til Death Do We Pollute, and Beyond: The Potential Pollution of

Cemeteries and Crematoriums” by Sable Guttman, Valerie Miller and Jade Watson’

“Decomposition products can provide food for microorganisms enabling their
maintenance and growth (Engelbrecht 1998). There are many bacteria and viruses
that are associated with the human body and its decomposition... and remain post-
mortem, thus are associated with cemeteries (Dent 2002; Ucisik & Rushbrook 1998).
Many are able to survive within the soil and groundwater without a host for an
extended time, allowing them to spread (Dent 2002). A variety of these bacteria and
viruses are known to cause disease in humans; even those present naturally in the
body can be pathogenic in other individuals and at different concentrations (Dent
2002). Dent (2002) detected several disease causing bacteria in the groundwater of
cemeteries, such as Enterococcus faecailis and Pseudomonas aeruginosa, as well
as faecal indicators like E. coli. Rodrigues & Pacheco (2003) also found higher
bacteria concentrations from water samples within cemeteries compared to those
hundreds of meters away. Engelbrecht (1998) found an increase in the number of
bacteria colony forming units in groundwater within and surrounding a cemetery
compared to the overall regional conditions, to such a level that it was considered
extremely polluted microbiologically. These studies illustrate that groundwater within
and surrounding cemeteries can be highly polluted by bacteria and viruses.” “There
are also regulations regarding the treatment of drinking water to remove
microorganisms; however, not all people are protected as standards are violated,
certain organisms are not removed and some homes, especially in the country, use
untreated well water (Rose et al. 2001). Despite the potential for attenuation and
removal from treatment, this is a potential health hazard. Water-bourne pathogens
are associated with many ailments such as gastrointestinal, neurological, liver,
lymphatic and endocrinological deseases, in addition to increasing cancer risk (Rose
et al. 2001).”

2 Groundwater impact of Danescourt Cemetery, Wolverhampton

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/290466/scho1202biow-e-e.pdf
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As piped in city water is not an option for most San Martin residents, groundwater
safety is a primary concern. San Martin residents fell victim to the most high-profile
pollution case in Silicon Valley since 1981 when the Olin Corporation had improperly
disposed of toxic chemicals*. Residents are still recovering from a 10-mile long
plume of perchlorate-contaminated water that affected over 200 of their private wells.

It should be noted on the record that South Valley Islamic Center (i.e. Cordoba
Center Project) advertised that they were sponsoring a presentation in conjunction
with the Green Burial Council (Nov 10, 2016 — see attached flyer) on “Green
Cemeteries.” This presentation was to educate the public on the safety of “green
cemeteries” insinuating that Cordoba’s proposed cemetery was to be “green” and
safe.

This presentation was to “present the facts on this practice [green burial] and answer
questions in relation to the cemetery proposed” by the Cordoba Project. The
presentation was cancelled by Sal Akhter of SVIC citing “The folks from Green Burial
Council are from New Jersey and were supposed to be in the North Bay for another
event on Nov 10th. We thought there might be an opportunity for them to come visit
us after their other engagement, so we invited them and they agreed but then they
later cancelled, citing schedule conflict.”

With the presentation cancelled, concerned San Martin residents contacted the
Council on Green Burial to obtain information that the presentation would have
provided. Kate Kalanick, Executive Director of the Green Burial

Council www.greenburialcouncil.org, 888-966-3330 x104, advised “We were
scheduled to speak at the town hall meeting, however we found at the 11" hour
that the [Cordoba] project would not meet our criteria for certification and decided
that we would not be able to publicly support the project based on that.”

This brings up two major concerns.

1. The proposed Cordoba cemetery is not “green” (according to GBC standards)
as the public was led to believe, bringing up the question of public safety and
why Cordoba refused adherence of compliance with GBC'’s criteria for green
standard certification?

2. The fact that SVIC misrepresented and misled the public into believing that the
proposed cemetery would be operated under the GBC safety criteria and then
publicly lying on a public neighborhood blog re: the reason for cancelling the
presentation speaks loudly to The Cordoba Project’s credibility.

San Martin residents are apprehensive of anything that might contaminate their
wells. Their concerns are legitimate and founded on the fact that local government
did nothing to protect them from the recent perchlorate contamination.

Given the unique parameters of the proposed cemetery; new data supporting that
groundwater is being contaminated underground by bacteria from decaying bodies,
and the lack of data/studies done that would support a position claiming the
proposed cemetery would not adversely affect resident’s wells, leads to the

4 http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/centralcoast/water_issues/programs/olin_corp/index.shtml


http://www.greenburialcouncil.org/

conclusion that further studies are warranted prior to any further consideration the
Cordoba Project cemetery going forward.

In addition, once studies are complete, should said studies indicate there is no
adverse effects or possibilities of contamination to any of the San Martin wells, a
local ongoing land trust for monitoring the Cordoba Center Project’s cemetery with
the highest levels of compliance of certification (possibly — with the Council on Green
Burials?) must be implemented to insure and guarantee the ongoing safety of the
San Martin residents wells. This is the ONLY acceptable way to ensure San Martin
residents that another perchlorate or other type contamination will not occur.

WET WATER STUDIES:

California has been in a drought for seven years with below average rainfall.
Percolation tests were performed during drought conditions. As indicated above in
the Groundwater impact of Danescourt Cemetery study, Danescourt Cemetery
suffered massive subsidence in heavy rain. With California’s current flooding
conditions in the San Martin area where the project is proposed, wet water studies
should be initiated.

TRAFFIC STUDIES:

The initial size of the Project has tripled, possibly quadrupled since inception. The
fact that the location of the Project is coming off a blind curve with no right turn lane if
travelling south, or a left turn lane if travelling north requires traffic studies be done
considering adding of additional turn lanes in both directions at the projected area
site.

e The number of Visitors as listed on Site Plan Septic System- Sheet 1 of 10,
Delta | revision of 4/15/16 is 2238 weekly which is 116,376 per year,

e The above number does not include all the meeting, conference, classrooms,
administration, kitchen, halls and annex as noted on Site Plan Septic
System - Sheet 10 of 10, Delta | revision of 4/15/16 which is in excess of
11,271.8 square feet of space that can be occupied.

Therefore, | am asking that:
e An extensive traffic study be performed with assessment for a traffic signal,
¢ Monterey Road from Tennant to San Martin be repaved and maintenance
money be put aside to cover the additional traffic and usage,
e San Martin to Monterey be reconfigured to handle the additional traffic,
e Tennant to Monterey via Butterfield has already been improved by a previous
project but maintenance costs be figured to keep it like it is now.

Furthermore, this increased traffic will create added emission and | request an air
analysis and air quality study be performed.

| believe that all the aforementioned are basis for a fair argument and they be
included in the DRAFT EIR.

Respectfully submitted,



Georgine Scott-Codiga

Gilroy, CA

A presentation sponsored by South Valley Islamic Community

What is a Green Burial?
How does it differ from other burial methods?
What effect do Green Burials have on the environment?

Learn the answers to these and other questions about Green Burials and the proposed Green
Cemetery at the Cordoba Center in San Martin.

A group of experts will be on hand to present the facts on this practice and answer questions in
relation to the cemetery proposed for the site near the corner of Monterey Road and California
Avenue in San Martin.

Presenters:

o Kate Kalanick, Executive Director of the Green Burial Council

o Ed Bixby, President of the Board of the Green Burial Council

o Jeremy Wire, Certified Hydrogeologist and Engineering Geologist (California), and President

of Geoconsultants, Inc.

There will be ample opportunity for questions from the audience.

WHEN: Thursday November 10, 2016 @ 7:00pm

WHERE: Morgan Hill Community and Cultural Center, El Toro Room
17000 Monterey Road, Morgan Hill, CA 95037

For more information please email to: info@svic.org



From: Susan Mister

To: Reilly, Jim

Cc: Wasserman, Mike

Subject: Cérdoba Center in San Martin

Date: Sunday, January 22, 2017 2:24:52 PM

This project, or any project, proposed on this property has to fully complete and pass an Environmental 1mpact
Report. Previously, there were contradictions in the reporting when | reviewed them several years ago when the
applicant first went forward with this project.

| was, then, and am still concerned about several sectionsin the EIR report. They are asfollows:

1) Percolation: | lived on the north side of California Ave butted up against the hill in the late 80's and with average
rainfall, that land was constantly soaked. It did not, does not drain well, and after awinter like this year, the risk of
contamination to the shallow water table and creek isincreased. Thisis not acceptable if acemetery is planned.

2) Traffic: California Ave isanarrow country road, Santa Theresais two lanes and Monterey is four lanes. These
roads, and ALL will be used to travel to and from the center from the north and south, cannot handle the additional
thousands of vehicles during usage times. The only traffic light for milesin either direction isat San Martin Ave,
another two lane road, and Monterey. Thiswill also create a dangerous situation where there are pedestrians from
CalTrain and local markets, restaurant and school children.

3) Noise: | am concerned about noise during call to prayer. Sound carries in the country and there should be limited
decibels allowed and noise ordinances in cities needs to be enforced in unincorporated areas.

4) Size: | was against this project when it was a third of the size, based on my three previous concerns. Thistime, |
will add size to thelist. This project returned as a HUGE 9000 sq ft building with multiple buildings and housing on
the property. This does not fit into the landscape of San Martin as a community and is not local-serving, regardless
of how the board of supervisors wants to change that definition.

My request is that there are no "special” leniencies or allowances made for the applicant of this project. Other
applicants for the same property failed to pass the EIR. | just hope county officials will give this huge project the
same scrutiny.

Susan Mister
Gilroy

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0698837dc78f44d584cfc7b5322be64d-Reilly, Jim
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c8a55682eaf34ac5b8b77b3db07f140e-Wasserman,
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Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Cordoba Center Project draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a

timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

David Rader

Santa Clara County
70 W. Hedding Street
7th Floor, East Wing
San Jose, CA 95110

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely,
L

/7
cott Morgan

Director, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018  www.0pr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2016122022
Project Titie  Cordoba Center Project
Lead Agency Santa Clara County
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description  Note: Review Per Lead

The Cordoba Center project is intended to provide an islamic worship and cultural center for Muslim
residents in the southern portion of the Santa Clara Valley. Project facilities would include a mosqgue,
multi-use community building, a cemetery, an area for youth summer camps, and additional supportive
and ancillary structures. There are currently approximately 400 members of the South Valley Islamic
community. Maximum attendance at religious and cultural events is generally anticipated to be 300
individuals; although the Eid prayers and associated banquets that take place twice a year, and
community picnics, could include as many as 500 attendees. The proposed project requires approval
of a use permit by the county of Santa Clara.

Lead Agency Contact

Name David Rader
Agency Santa Clara County
Phone (408) 289-5797 Fax
email
Address 70 W. Hedding Street
7th Floor, East Wing
City San Jose State CA  Zip 25110
Project Location
County Santa Clara
City
Region
Cross Streets Monterey Rd and California Ave
Lat/Long
Parcel No. 779-06-002
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

101
San Martin

Llagas Creek

Vacant/A1-5Ac-d1, RR-5Ac-d1/rural residential

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual; Archaeologic-Historic; Noise; Septic System; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department
of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 3; Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics;
‘California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 4; Office of Emergency Services, California; Native
American Heritage Commission; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 3

Date Received

12/12/2016 Start of Review 12/12/2016 End of Review 01/23/2017

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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Appendix C
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Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 2 @ lé 0 i 2 2 @ 2‘ &
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH #
Project Title Cordoba Center Project
Lead Agency: County of Santa Clara Contact Person: David Rader
Mailing Address: County Gov Ctr, East Wina, 7th Floor, 70 W. Heddina St., Phone:
City: San Jose Zip: 95110 - County: Santa Clara
Project Location: County:Santa Clara City/Nearest Community: San Martin
Cross Streets: Monterey Road and California Avenue Zip Code:
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): ° ’ "N/ ° § ” W Total Acres: 15.8
Assessor's Parcel No.: 779-06-002 Section Twp.: Range: Base:
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: 101 Waterways Llagas Creek

Airports San Martin Railways: Schools:

Document Type:

CEQA: NOP [0 Draft EIR ' Other: [] Joint Document
] Early Cons ] Supplement/Su ﬁfCé ne b ] Final Document
[J Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) [ DraftEIS ] Other:
[] Mit NegDec  Other: 1o 70 FONSI

Local Action Type S CLEARINGHOUSE

[0 General Plan Update O O [0 Annexation

] General Plan Amendment [] O [ Redevelopment
[] General Plan Element [ Planned Unit Development Use Permit [ Coastal Permit
[l Community Plan Site Plan [] Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [] Other:
Development Type
[ Residential: Units Acres

[] Office: Sq.ft. Acres Employees ] Transportation: Type

] Commercial: Sq.ft. Acres Employees ] Mining: Mineral
[] Industrial: ~ Sq.ft. Acres Employees ] Power: Type MW
[] Educational [] Waste Treatment: Type MGD

] Hazardous Waste: Type

] Water Facilities: Type MGD Other: Religious institution
Project Issues Discussed in Document
Aesthetic/Visual ] Fiscal [] Recreation/Parks ] Vegetation
] Agricultural Land [] Flood Plain/Flooding ] Schools/Universities Water Quality
[ Air Quality ] Forest Land/Fire Hazard Septic Systems ] Water Supply/Groundwater
Archeological/Historical ~ [] Geologic/Seismic [] Sewer Capacity [] Wetland/Riparian
[ Biological Resources Minerals [ S0il Erosion/Compaction/Grading ] Growth Inducement
[ Coastal Zone Noise [ Solid Waste [0 Land Use
(] Drainage/Absorption Population/Housing Balance [] Toxic/Hazardous [ Cumulative Effects
[ Economic/Jobs [ Public Services/Facilities Traffic/Circulation [ Other:

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:

Vacant / A1-5Ac-d1, RR-5Ac-d1 / Rural Residential

Project Description: usea a if neces

The Cordoba Center project is inten t an Islam rship and cultural center for Muslim residents in the southern

portion of the Santa Clara Valley. Project facilities would include a mosque, multi-use community building, a cemetery, an area
for youth summer camps, and additional supportive and ancillary structures. There are currently approximately 400 members
of the South Valley Islamic Community. Maximum attendance at religious and cultural events is generally anticipated to be 300
individuals; although the Eid prayers and associated banquets that take place twice a year, and community picnics, could
include as many as 500 attendees. The proposed project requires approval of a Use Permit by the County of Santa Clara.

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project (e g. Notice of Preparation or
previous draft document) please fill in.
Revised 2010



NOP Distribution List

iesources Agency

Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou

D Dept. of Boating &
Waterways
Denise Peterson

D California Coastal
Commission
Elizabeth A Fuchs

Colorado River Board
Lisa Johansen

Dept. of Conservation
Elizabeth Carpenter

California Energy
Commission
Eric Knight

o o090

Cal Fire
Dan Foster

Central Valley Flood
Protection Board
James Herota

ZZ. Office of Historic
Preservation
Ron Parsons

Dept of Parks & Recreation
Environmental Stewardship
Section

I:.l California Department of
Resources, Recycling &
Recovery
Sue O'Leary

S F. Bay Conservation &
Dev’t. Comm.
Steve Goldbeck

Dept. of Water
Resources
Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou

Fish and Game

Depart. of Fish & Wildlife
Scott Flint
Environmental Services
Division

Fish & Wildlife Region 1
Curt Babcock

D Fish & Wildlife Region 1E
Laurie Harnsberger

D Fish & Wildlife Region 2
Jeff Drongesen

Fish & Wildlife Region 3
Craig Weightman

D Fish & Wildlife Region 4
Julie Vance

D Fish & Wildlife Region 5
Leslie Newton-Reed
Habitat Conservation
Program

D Fish & Wildlife Region 6
Tiffany Ellis
Habitat Conservation
Program

D Fish & Wildlife Region 6 I/M
Heidi Calvert
Inyo/Mono, Habitat
Conservation Program

D Dept. of Fish & Wildlife M
William Paznokas
Marine Region

Other Departments

D Food & Agriculture
Sandra Schubert
Dept. of Food and
Agriculture

Depart. of General
Services
Public School Construction

Dept. of General Services
Cathy Buck/George Carollo
Environmental Services
Section

D Delta Stewardship
Council
Kevan Samsam

Housing & Comm. Dev

CEQA Coordinator

Housing Policy Division
Independent
Commissions.Boards

D Delta Protection Commission
Erik Vink

County: .-

OES (Office of Emergency

Services)
Monique Wilber

Native American Heritage
Comm.
Debbie Treadway

D Public Utilities
Commission
Supervisor

I;l Santa Monica Bay
Restoration
Guangyu Wang

[.:l State Lands Commission
Jennifer Deleong

E.] Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency (TRPA)
Cherry Jacques

Cal State Transportation
Agency CalSTA

Caltrans - Division of
Aeronautics
Philip Crimmins

E] Caltrans — Planning
HQ LD-IGR
Terri Pencovic

California Highway Patrol
Suzann lkeuchi
Office of Special Projects

Dept. of Transportation

D Caltrans, District 1
Rex Jackman

L__I Caltrans, District 2
Marcelino Gonzalez

D Caltrans, District 3
Eric Federicks — South
Susan Zanchi - North

Caltrans, District 4
Patricia Maurice

D Caltrans, District 5
Larry Newland

D Caltrans, District 6
Michael Navarro

E] Caltrans, District 7
Dianna Watson

Claga

E] Caltrans, District 8
Mark Roberts

[:I Caltrans, District 9
Gayle Rosander

D Caltrans, District 10
Tom Dumas

CI Caltrans, District 11
Jacob Armstrong

L_.l Caltrans, District 12
Maureen El Harake

Cal EPA

Air Resources Board

D Airport & Freight

Cathi Slaminski

D Transportation Projects
Nesamani Kalandiyur

D Industrial/Energy Projects
Mike Tollstrup

D State Water Resources Control

Board
Regional Programs Unit
Division of Financial Assistance

D State Water Resources Control

Board
Cindy Forbes — Asst Deputy
Division of Drinking Water

State Water Resources Control

Board
Div. Drinking Water #

D State Water Resources Control

Board

Student Intern, 401 Water Quality

Certification Unit
Division of Water Quality

D State Water Resouces Control
Board
Phil Crader
Division of Water Rights

Dept. of Toxic Substances
Control
CEQA Tracking Center

I:I Department of Pesticide
Regulation
CEQA Coordinator

SCH#

Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB)

D RWQCB 1
Cathleen Hudson
North Coast Region (1)

D RWQCB 2
Environmental Document
Coordinator

San Francisco Bay Region (2)

RWQCB 3
Central Coast Region (3)

D RWQCB 4
Teresa Rodgers
Los Angeles Region (4)

D RWQCB 55
Central Valley Region (5)

D RWQCB 5F
Central Valley Region (5)
Fresno Branch Office

D RWQCB 5R
Central Valley Region (5)
Redding Branch Office

D RWQCB 6
Lahontan Region (6)

D RWQCB 6V
Lahontan Region (6)
Victorville Branch Office

l:l RWQCB 7
Colorado River Basin Region (7)

D RWQCB 8
Santa Ana Region (8)

D RWQCB 9
San Diego Region (9)

E] Other

|

Conservancy

Last Updated 7/19/2016
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