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Letter 

83 
Response 

 Gladwyn d’Souza 
Conservation Committee Chair 
Sierra Club Loma Prieta Chapter 
September 6, 2022 

 

83-1 The commenter describes what they consider the environmentally preferred alternative, which, physically, 

is similar to Alternative 3 in the DEIR. The commenter’s observations regarding the environmentally 

preferred alternative are noted and as such, are a part of the administrative record that will be considered 

by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with conditions, 

or deny the proposed project. 

83-2 The commenter states that the Draft EIR does not include an adequate range of alternatives and asks that a 

community alternative that maintains the acceptance of 1,000 tons per day of waste be included. The 

Draft EIR includes eleven alternatives to the proposed project, one of which is a 1,000 ton-per-day 

alternative with a reduced footprint (Alternative 2B) that is very similar to the alternative described by the 

commenter. The only difference between these alternatives is the limitation on the service area to 

immediately adjacent counties, the restriction on new contracts to local sources only, and limited to 

accepting only municipal and industrial wastes, and the prohibition of the acceptance of construction 

waste associated with the commenter’s suggested alternative. Because both 1,000 tons-per-day 

alternatives would keep the same daily tonnage as of the NOP baseline and vehicle limits as are currently 

in place at the site, the expected impacts associated with these two alternatives would not be expected to 

measurably differ.    

83-3 The commenter states that unknown out-of-County GHG emissions should not be used to determine 

impact significance and that the 1,000 tons-per-day alternative likely would not increase GHG emissions. 

The analysis of Alternative 2B, the 1,000 Tons-Per-Day Expansion Alternative, commencing on page 6-

11 of the Draft EIR describes the GHG emissions associated with diverting waste from the project site to 

an out-of-County landfill. However, the analysis does not use this fact to make impact conclusions. The 

impact analysis concludes that this alternative would continue to generate a net increase in GHG 

emissions because the landfill would continue to accept waste at up to 1,000 tons per day for 50 years and 

then a lower quantity of in-County waste for another 15 years. As waste accumulates over time, the LFG 

generation rate increases, reaching peak flow near closure. At 1,000 tons per day, the landfill gas (and 

GHG) flow rate would peak at a lower flow rate than the proposed tonnage but would still increase. The 

modification to this alternative suggested by the commenter would not change this conclusion.  

83-4 The commenter states that the reduced impacts of Alternative C (which we interpret to be in reference to 

Alternative 3) or the Maintain 1,000 Tons alternatives should be considered. The commenter further states 

that a project objective to support General Plan policy NCR-6-1 makes more sense and suggests installing 

solar panels to provide shade in the entrance area. The commenter’s suggestions to consider these 

alternatives and to add a project objective are noted and as such, are a part of the administrative record 

that will be considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, 

approve with conditions, or deny the proposed project.  

83-5 The commenter states that there is no information in the Draft EIR that the Class I Area could not be 

clean closed under the reduced-scale alternatives. While closure of the Class 1 Area would be possible, 

the Draft EIR assumed that because the reduced-scale alternatives would require less land for the disposal 

area than the proposed project, they would reasonably be designed to avoid use of the Class I Area, which 

would be more expensive per acre to develop as landfill area than the surrounding undeveloped land. The 

clean closure of the Class I Area would require permitting, hazardous material excavation, material export 

to a Class I disposal site, and testing of the remaining soil, which would not be required for the 

surrounding undeveloped land.  The County understands the benefit to the community of a clean closure 
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of the Class I Area and the Board of Supervisors may consider these environmental and community 

benefits when determining whether to approve, conditionally approve, or deny the project, including 

consideration of project alternatives.  The Board may also consider the benefits of a clean closure of the 

Class I Area in determining whether it can make a statement of overriding considerations to approve the 

Project.  The Alternatives Chapter does not preclude the approval of a project at reduced tonnage that 

includes a clean closure of the Class I Area.  

83-6 The commenter states that there is no guarantee the Class I Area will be clean closed under the proposed 

project. The clean closure of the Class I Area is a component of the proposed project similar to other 

components of the proposed project. The EIR assumes all of the project components would be eventually 

implemented and evaluates the anticipated environmental impacts accordingly.  

83-7 The commenter states that there is no analysis showing that the reduce-scale alternative cannot maintain a 

stable and relatively predictable cost structure. The commenter is correct in that the applicant has not 

provided information showing that any of the reduced tonnage alternatives are economically infeasible.  

83-8 The commenter states that Alternatives 2A and 2B would double the tons of waste accepted per day. As 

described on page 6-10 in Chapter 6 of the Draft EIR, the landfill is currently permitted to accept up to 

1,000 tons of waste for burial per day, plus an unlimited quantity of recyclables and materials for 

beneficial reuse (such as soil, processed demolition debris for alternative daily cover and processed green 

waste for erosion control) and this limit is assumed to remain in place with Alternatives 2A and 2B. 

Therefore, these alternatives would not double the tons of waste accepted per day and would generally 

represent a continuation of the existing landfill’s current trip generation on local roads as of the date of 

the NOP. The same conclusion applies for other impacts including air emissions. Please also see 

Responses to Comments 55-4 and 80-34. 

83-9 The commenter requests that a narrative table be provided comparing the impacts of the proposed project 

to the alternatives and considers Table 6-2 to be insufficiently detailed. The commenter is referred to the 

detailed discussion of comparative environmental impacts on pages 6-4 through 6-39 of Chapter 6 for 

additional detail.  

83-10 The commenter states that no alternative is provided that would eliminate significant and unavoidable 

impacts. The commenter is referred to the discussion of the Transfer Station Alternative commencing on 

page 6-22 of the Draft EIR. This alternative would eliminate many of the impacts anticipated to occur 

with implementation of the proposed project by avoiding the proposed landfill expansion on the project 

site. Specifically, the proposed project’s significant and unavoidable visual impacts would be reduced to a 

less-than-significant level with the implementation of this alternative. Please also see Response to 

Comment 83-2. 

83-11 The commenter states that the project will increase VMT and should not increase harm to low income 

populations especially when feasible alternatives exist to mitigate the impacts. The commenter is referred 

to Chapter 6, Alternatives, of the Draft EIR for descriptions of a range of alternatives that include varying 

levels of VMT generation. The commenter’s statement that the project should not increase harm is noted 

and, as such, is a part of the administrative record that will be considered by the San Benito County Board 

of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the proposed project. 

83-12 The commenter describes their understanding of the requirements of SB 1383 and mentions “pay as you 

throw” pricing as a means to support organic waste reduction. These comments are noted.  

83-13 The commenter states that the implementation of an RNG facility at the project site is an example of 

maladaptation and states that some research suggests 40 to 80 percent of landfill methane escapes before 

being captured. As described on page 4.4-21 of the Draft EIR, landfill gas collection systems typically 

collect 60% to 90% of the generated gas, with efficiencies as high as 98% for landfills using synthetic 
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liner capping systems. Recent research on operating California landfills (Hansen & Yesiller 2020) 

suggests landfill gas collection efficiency ranges from 88% to over 90% for most landfills with landfill 

gas collection systems. For a description of the existing and projected collection efficiency at the project 

site, the commenter is referred to Table 4.4-2 on page 4.4-22 of the Draft EIR. The project includes an 

increase in collection efficiency from 80 percent initially to 85 percent by 2028 and then to 90 percent by 

2032, and then to 95 percent by 2035. The project assumes the 95 percent collection would be achieved 

with the implementation of temporary plastic covers and partial final closures.  

The commenter states that reducing the landfill expansion would reduce methane production at the 

source. However, if the waste is not disposed within the expanded landfill, it would be diverted to another 

landfill in the region and would generate landfill gas from the receiving landfill, which may not include 

an RNG facility, temporary plastic covers or partial final closures, all of which are expected to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions associated with the release of landfill gas at this landfill. For a discussion of 

greenhouse gas emissions associated with the project’s estimated landfill gas generation, the commenter 

is referred to Section 4.4, Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change, of the Draft EIR. 

83-14 The commenter states that the Draft EIR is extremely deficient in not studying higher tipping fees. This 

comment raises economic issues, which are outside of the scope of the EIR. For more information on this 

topic, the commenter is referred to Response to Comment 7-5.  Although higher tipping fees may 

discourage vehicle trips to the project site, they could also increase illegal dumping. Therefore, it is 

unclear what effect increased tipping fees would have on the environment.  

 The commenter also states that the Draft EIR is criminal in creating conditions to not meet state goals for 

diversion, recycling, and greenhouse gas reduction from organics. San Benito County has received a rural 

exemption to the applicability of SB 1383 until December 31, 2026. Therefore, the County and projects 

within the County are not currently subject to the requirements of SB 1383. However, it is acknowledged 

that the rural exemption is for a short period of the life of the proposed project and SB 1383 diversion 

remains important. In consideration of these goals, a New Compost Facility Alternative was added to the 

Draft EIR, which could be added as a component of an approved project. For more information on SB 

1383, please see Response to Comment 2-6. Please also see the discussion of the recycling activities at 

the existing landfill described in Section 3.4.1 on page 3-5 of the Draft EIR.  

83-15 The commenter states that the air quality analysis should be considered in terms of cumulative emissions 

associated with displaced workers due to rising rents. The commenter states that the Draft EIR is deficient 

for not accounting for Highway 101’s increasing pollutants. The emissions generated from vehicle trips 

on Highway would be considered part of the current air quality conditions, which are discussed in Section 

4.3, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR. For a discussion of the project’s cumulative air quality impacts, the 

commenter is referred to Chapter 5, Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts, of the Draft EIR.  

83-16 The commenter states that the Draft EIR must consider cumulative impacts to air quality related to 

increasing pesticide pollutants related to the agricultural industry in the County. The proposed project 

does not propose the use of pesticides at the project site. Therefore, the project would not be expected to 

cause cumulative air quality impacts related to the use of pesticides. For a discussion of the project’s 

cumulative air quality impacts, the commenter is referred to Chapter 5, Cumulative and Growth Inducing 

Impacts, of the Draft EIR.   

83-17 Please see Responses to Comment 79-6, 79-16 and 79-17.  

83-18 The commenter requests that a nuisance bird abatement plan be provided for crows and gulls. The current 

landfill operations include the use of bird bombs to disperse nuisance birds. Bird bombs are explosive 

pest control devises intended to frighten away birds. They are fired from a hand-held launcher that travels 

between 75 and 100 feet before exploding with a very loud bang. Other methods used at the site to deter 
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birds include mechanical deterrents, bird alarms and the use of falcons by a falconer. The use of these bird 

deterrent measures would be expected to continue with project implementation.  

83-19 Please see Responses to Comments 1-1 and 1-2.   

83-20 The commenter states that the local Groundwater Management Agency should be consulted and 

groundwater pumping be limited to 22 acre-feet/year. The offsite groundwater well proposed to supply 

water to the project site is not located within the boundaries of a Groundwater Management Agency. 

Therefore, no consultation with such an agency is required. Also, the offsite groundwater well can 

produce substantially more water than 22 acre-feet/year without causing any adverse effects. Therefore, a 

22 acre-feet/year limit is unwarranted. 

83-21 The commenter states that the Sunnyslope County Water District should be consulted regarding their 

ability to provide water to the proposed project. For a discussion of this issue, the commenter is referred 

to Responses to Comments 1-1 through 1-4. 
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Letter 

84 
 

From: Jaya Kopalle <jayakopalle@hotmail.com> 

Too much traffic destroying the already potholed roads. Keep the town clean and no outsiders 
dumping their toxic trash. 
Thank you 

 

84-1 
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Letter 

84 
Response 

 

Jaya Kopalle 

 

84-1 The commenter describes the reasons for their opposition to the proposed project. The commenter’s 

opposition to the proposed project is noted and as such, is a part of the administrative record that will be 

considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with 

conditions, or deny the proposed project. 
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Letter 

85 
 
From: Lou Chiaramonte, Jr.  Indigenous Solidarity <southbayindigenoussolidarity@gmail.com> 
  

Stan Ketchum, 
  
My name is Louis Chiaramonte, Jr. I am a citizen resident of the State of California; my address is 10065 
East Zayante Road, Felton, CA 95018. This is a public-comment written in regard to the John Smith Road 

Landfill Expansion draft environmental impact Project report (SCH# 2021020371) (hereafter referred to as 
the 'dEIR'). The opinions expressed are my own, and are largely based on my own experience working in 
the field of cultural resource management locally. 
  
My comments are focused on section 4.7 of the dEIR.  I appreciate that the Amah Mutsun representative 
Tribal Chair Lopez and Indian Canyon representative Sayers-Roods were consulted regarding this project.  I 
also appreciate the fact that the copy of the public document further elaborating on cultural resources at the 
project site was forwarded to me upon request.   
  
My comment has to do mainly with the fact that no trinomial site records exist for the project area described 
in the dEIR.  As site records are usually created when archaeological/cultural sites are happened upon 
during construction processes, it is rather unsurprising that nothing exists for this particular project 
area.  Although the environmental setting of this project area may not be the most likely potential setting for 
a large-scale historic pre-contact human settlement, that does not mean that the area does not potentially 
contain burial or other cultural assemblages.   
  
I am surprised that the dEIR does not contain provisions for any test archaeological excavations to occur 
before large-scale grading of the site area.  The pedestrian surface surveys seem to indicate very little 
ground visibility (usually 0%) and a large quantity of steeply sloped land, as well as some difficulty accessing 
portions of the site.  My one recommendation is that the final dEIR include a provision for at least some test 
excavations to be conducted before large-scale grading be undertaken at the site, and that such test 
excavations be designed with input and participation of paid monitors from the Amah Mutsun Tribal Band 
and Indian Canyon, as well as third party archaeological professionals.   
  
Because this geographic project area is relatively unknown in the archaeological record of San Benito 
County, it would be a disservice to San Benito County residents not to consider the potential cultural history 
of this portion of the County.  Once the existing landfill is expanded, such inquiries will be much more difficult 
(if not impossible) to undertake.  Because of the potential lack of cultural resources, it might be useful to 
design such test excavations with the dual purpose of obtaining information regarding biologic data for the 
region (samples of seeds, vertebrate remains, etc.).  Test excavations extending 30 or more centimeters into 
the ground should provide some historic data regarding historical ecological conditions of the region 
(depending on where such excavations are sited).  Such data is important in understanding issues such as 
climate change at a local/regional level. 
  
Respectfully, 
Lou Chiaramonte, Jr. 
Member, Santa Cruz County Democratic Central Committee 

Lead Organizer, South Bay Indigenous Solidarity 

408-402-2796 

 
 

85-1 
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Letter 

85 
Response 

 
Lou Chiaramonte, Jr. 
Member, Santa Cruz County Democratic Central Committee 
Lead Organizer, South Bay Indigenous Solidarity 

 

85-1 The commenter states that they are surprised that the Draft EIR does not contain provisions for any test 

archaeological excavations to occur before large-scale grading of the site area. The project site includes 

an operational landfill that has included large-scale grading activities. In addition, no evidence of cultural 

resources was detected during the records search or pedestrian surface surveys of the project site 

conducted during preparation of the Draft EIR. Also, the relative remoteness of the project site from water 

sources or other resources that would have been a draw for prehistoric people likely indicates that the 

project area has a low cultural resource sensitivity and a very low potential to contain any buried 

archaeological deposits or tribal cultural resources. Nevertheless, the impact analysis included in Section 

4.7, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources, of the Draft EIR concluded that the possibility remains that 

previously unidentified, buried historical or archaeological resources or tribal cultural resources may exist 

on the project site or within offsite utility corridors. Based on this potential, Mitigation Measure 4.7-1 

required the preparation of a written inadvertent discovery plan prepared by a qualified archeologist 

meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Standards for Archaeologists before construction 

begins. The mitigation required implementation of the plan in the event of a discovery during project 

construction. Before construction commences, the contractor would be required to ensure that all 

construction personnel understand the need for proper and timely reporting of such finds and the 

consequences of any failure to report them. Therefore, test excavations are not necessary.  

If an inadvertent discovery of buried or otherwise previously unidentified historical resources, including 

archaeological resources (e.g., unusual amounts of shell, animal bone, any human remains, bottle glass, 

ceramics, building remains) and tribal cultural resources, is made by site or contractor personnel at any 

time during project-related construction activities or project planning, the mitigation requires that 

operations stop in the immediate vicinity of the find and that a qualified archaeologist meeting the 

Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Standards for Archaeologists be consulted to determine whether 

the resource requires further study. If such resources are discovered during project construction, the 

mitigation requires that all work within a 100-foot-radius of the find cease. A qualified archaeologist 

meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Standards for Archaeologists would be required to be 

retained at the applicant’s cost to assess the discovery and recommend what, if any, further treatment or 

investigation is necessary for the find. The qualified archeologist, with input from other interested parties, 

would be required to develop a written plan that implements appropriate protection and feasible 

avoidance measures. Culturally affiliated Native American Tribes would be required to be notified in 

writing concerning resources of Native American origin. Based on these mitigation requirements, 

conducting test archaeological excavations was determined to not be necessary.  
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Letter 

86 
 
From: Madhu Kopalle <mkopalle@gmail.com> (9/6 - 5:02 pm) 

  
Hello, 
    I am firmly against expanding the John Smith Landfill to receive 
    trash from other counties. 
  
    The roads leading to the Landfill are already overcrowded and in 
    bad conditions. 
  
    Thank you for considering our input. 
Sincerely, 
Madhu Kopalle 
1171 Canyon Drive 
Hollister, CA 95023 
 

86-1 
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Letter 

86 
Response 

 

Madhu Kopalle 
September 6, 2022 

 

86-1 The commenter describes the reasons for their opposition to the proposed project. Roadway issues are 

discussed in Chapter 4.2 of the Draft EIR.  The commenter’s opposition to the proposed project is noted 

and as such, is a part of the administrative record that will be considered by the San Benito County Board 

of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the proposed project. 
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Letter 

87 
 
From: janell bautista <janellb@sbcglobal.net>  Received 5:41 pm) 

  
Before BOS approves votes on this proposal, residents and BOS should review 

the findings of the dEIR from the independent consulting firm fired by BOS. 

The consultants are the experts. 
  
From a financial aspect, it does not make since for San Benito County and 

it’s residents. Waste management sets the landfill fees, contributes just $1 

additional dollar from fee (passed on to customer) for road improvements) 

and will only contribute $1M towards road improvements to the John 

Smith/Fairview intersection. Financially, the profit margin for Waste 

Management is astounding at the cost is San Benito residents. 
  
Approving the expansion is fiscally irresponsible. The numbers just don’t 

add up. 
  
Regards, 
Janell Bautista 
Hollister resident  

 

87-1 

mailto:janellb@sbcglobal.net
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Letter 

87 
Response 

 

Janell Bautista 

 

87-1 The commenter states that approving the expansion is fiscally irresponsible. The commenter’s statement 

regarding the proposed project is noted and as such, is a part of the administrative record that will be 

considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with 

conditions, or deny the proposed project.  Please see Response to Comment 7-5.  
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Letter 

88 
 
From: Darby Connolly <darbyconnolly@icloud.com> (9/6 - 6:38 pm) 
I have lived in Hollister for over 30 years, I have seen the changes. 

This is not the same community that the original deal was made to accept 

outside trash.  We have our own trash with the increase in population and 

big businesses ie Amazon.  I do not want outside trash coming to our 

community.  The fact that the # of  trucks would increase from 59 to 
95 is outrageous!  I vote no on expansion of the dump. 

 

88-1 

mailto:darbyconnolly@icloud.com
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Letter 

88 
Response 

 

Darby Connolly 
September 6, 2022 

 

88-1 The commenter describes the reasons for their opposition to the proposed project. The commenter’s 

opposition to the proposed project is noted and as such, is a part of the administrative record that will be 

considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with 

conditions, or deny the proposed project. 
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Letter 

89 
 

From: Robert Thorp <devils95.00.03.15@gmail.com> (9/6 - 6:59 pm) 
EIR comment: 
Roadway Pavement Hazards 
The proposed haul route on Mc Closkey has already a pavement condition index 

(PCI) between 9-19. 
The road is unsafe and in extremely hazardous road condition and it states in 

the EIR that this road would not be reconstructed until 2026. 
Mitigation Measure 4.2.-6 pavement integrity page 4.2-16 
The possible agreement between County and Applicant to pay a fair share fee 

toward road maintenance and rehab is unspecific and vague. The money to repair 

the roads isn't even fully guaranteed to to be put towards the damage that will 

be done by the increase in semi trucks in and out of Hollister. 

  
Under these above mentioned conditions it is unacceptable to approve a Landfill 

expansion.   
  
 Robert Thorp IV 
512 Egret Ln, Hollister, CA 95023 
 

89-1 

mailto:devils95.00.03.15@gmail.com
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Letter 

89 
Response 

 

Robert Thorp 
September 6, 2022 

 

89-1 The commenter describes the reasons for their opposition to the proposed project.  Mitigation Measure 

4.2-6 requires reconstruction to “occur prior to use of the Wright Road and McCloskey Road haul route 

by out-of-County commercial vehicles.”  Please see Responses to Comments 80-28 and 81-6.  The 

commenter’s opposition to the proposed project is noted and as such, is a part of the administrative record 

that will be considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, 

approve with conditions, or deny the proposed project.  
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Letter 

90 
 
From: Rudy Picha <rudyp4sscs@gmail.com> (9/6 - 8:50 pm) 

  
Hello SBC Supervisors & Mr. Ketchum, 
  
My name is Rudy Picha and I represent a growing consortium of Hollister-

ites, including family, friends and business operators, all long time 

residents of Hollister, CA. Many of whom live directly on Fairview road 

and as a result of directly witnessing what is going on in the Fairview 

corridor over many years, we have a unique qualification to make a sound 

assessment of the ripple impact of quadrupling the size of the John Smith 

Landfill will  
have.  
  
In the last few years, traffic along Fairview road had increased 

dramatically, much of it is comprised of new residents in the Santana 

ranch area, and much is the increased semi truck traffic going to and 

from John Smith landfill. In the coming years 2 new housing developments 

will come online. Resulting in thousands of new Hollister-ites and 

hundreds of new motorists along the Fairview corridor.  
  
Pertaining to the semi truck traffic, volume is increasing, the speed 

these truck drivers are doing is also increasing. My parents live on the 

intersection of Santa Ana and Fairview and we can attest to screeching 

tires and the use of loud engine braking techniques called "Jake-Braking" 

being employed to get speeding rigs to slow for traffic lights. To make 

matters worse, those lights along Fairview were a direct result of the 

increasing frequency of major automobile collisions, some of which have 

been fatal. A problem that will only increase as those Fairview road 

housing developments become occupied.  
  
In addition, a major Amazon shipping facility on San Felipe Rd will 

impact all roads leading to Fairview, CA-156 & CA-25, only exacerbating a 

volatile cocktail of automobiles and semi trucks. In the coming year or 

two, we will likely see a potentially extremely dangerous situation play 

out with this traffic mixture.  
  
As I read about the John Smith landfill expansion project I am struck at 

not just the size that the project wishes to grow but also the height. As 

it is you can now see John Smith landfill above the surrounding adjacent 

hills. You can see the landfill from ridgemark golf and country club as 

well as the new houses on Fairview creating an eyesore.  
  
In addition to the above concerns, my group has performed a 'Deep Dive' 

of the EIR pertaining to the John Smith Landfill and we have identified 

various vagueries in the data and hence flaws in the conclusions drawn. 

One example is the amount of water runoff that collects along John Smith 

Road and the amount of harmful chemical carcinogens contained within and 

90-1 

90-2 
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also the proximity to the school on Fairview Rd. and what that could mean 

for the children attending that school. As per the runoff, during the EIR 

draft period, we have experienced drought conditions and any reasonable 

person knows that after the drought we will once again, soon experience 

large amounts of rainfall and even an atmospheric river or once again an 

El Nino or La Nina type weather pattern. When this occurs, we will see 

extra-ordinary rainfall and increased run-off with chemical carcinogens 

from JSLF. This is a future inevitability.  
  
Please keep in mind this email greets you with well over 35+ long time 

Hollister residents, all registered voters, who have a long history of 

knowing intimately what happens on John Smith road all emphatically hope 

everyone will vote no on this expansion project in its current form. We 

strongly urge all in a position to delay the vote on this project to slow 

the decision making process so a 'best case scenario' decision can be 

achieved. Please be mindful that the volatile mixture of increased 

traffic, increased speeds, not just motorists but semi truck operators as 

well, it's just too great a risk, just too great a danger to add even 

more semi truck operators to this mix. To say nothing additional about 

the various vagaries in the EIR data. Lastly, many concerned on this 

issue contend that we have more than 2 years to operate JSLF at current 

levels while we come to that best case scenario.  
  
Please heed this request and grant the slow down of this decision and you 

will likely be rewarded for so doing as we are a very communicative 

group, influential and well resourced.  Remember, every obstacle carries 

with it the seed of an equivalent opportunity. We work together to 

optimize this decision and good results for all stakeholders will be 

achieved.  
  
Response or reply welcomed, thank you.  
  
Rudy Picha B.S., M.B.A.  
(831)638-3609 
rudyp4sscs@gmail.com 
  
Thought Food:  
https://benitolink.com/five-people-die-on-hwy-156-over-the-weekend/  
https://benitolink.com/accident-closes-highway-25-monday-morning/ 
https://benitolink.com/hollister-resident-dies-in-vehicle-crash-near-

ridgemark/   

https://benitolink.com/sbc-rma-to-host-two-virtual-meetings-on-john-smith-road-landfill-expansion-project/ 
  

90-2 

(Cont.) 

90-3 

https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fbenitolink.com%2ffive-people-die-on-hwy-156-over-the-weekend%2f&c=E,1,x-VE4wLxIXzwe1KoD8qjH8O3RzHLNhsbE6kBOkXaLGBiyktoQpEboF__K601y6R2NjchWfKOOxX6uVm5QisVIMcBNQVOuCWJx95Vv80_Jinh&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fbenitolink.com%2faccident-closes-highway-25-monday-morning%2f&c=E,1,r2yqaabS3XqXZ5GRlewF3I979A7cq9iJavLYqhkmPDdKTTkyXUQwml1Hs07TM4rB4fozSfVKNNan1eYTZ5tZEwK6JYaHtddZtogie4ATb_uoaJzCg7W2B8eza3w,&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fbenitolink.com%2fhollister-resident-dies-in-vehicle-crash-near-ridgemark%2f&c=E,1,1v-X6gumY9rHOOL1_CD0dcl3X0jAc-K_j7VR-7bbqhcXjbE0KNycLGpMYeqjO2b_185fapzOo7vY_MlLkgIzDlUU4s4-UWubYuISywf_EYAPg5aVlEeiaUDZ&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fbenitolink.com%2fhollister-resident-dies-in-vehicle-crash-near-ridgemark%2f&c=E,1,1v-X6gumY9rHOOL1_CD0dcl3X0jAc-K_j7VR-7bbqhcXjbE0KNycLGpMYeqjO2b_185fapzOo7vY_MlLkgIzDlUU4s4-UWubYuISywf_EYAPg5aVlEeiaUDZ&typo=1
https://linkprotect.cudasvc.com/url?a=https%3a%2f%2fbenitolink.com%2fsbc-rma-to-host-two-virtual-meetings-on-john-smith-road-landfill-expansion-project%2f&c=E,1,PoGLEo4cbcd0STTporz9iC2K-HxNU7WVEyO_5PFbe9WO03_tXiYScf2uhETuntFd5nJJks-U4rCqU6KKhap-2EZsG2lYoBc9mfmC9KL8E0TzLByd2dLTO4k,&typo=1
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FIVE PEOPLE DIE ON HWY 156 OVER THE 
WEEKEND 

•  
• Published 08/15/2022  

• BenitoLink Staff 

   Email this Article  

Four were Monterey County residents and another was a Santa Clara County 
resident. 

 
Information provided by California Highway Patrol Hollister Gilroy 

According to the California Highway Patrol Hollister-Gilroy, two car collisions 

over the past weekend resulted in five deaths and one hospitalization. 

On Aug. 14 at 12:50 a.m., Monterey Communications Center (MCC) was advised 

of a vehicle which had run off road and caught fire. Units responded and 

determined through their investigation that a 27-year-old driver from Gilroy, 

who was not named in the report, was driving a 2005 Chevrolet westbound on 

https://benitolink.com/2022/08/15/
https://benitolink.com/author/benitolink-staff/
mailto:?subject=I%20wanted%20you%20to%20see%20this%20article%20&&body=body=Check%20out%20this%20article%20https://benitolink.com/five-people-die-on-hwy-156-over-the-weekend/
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Highway 156, east of Buena Vista Road. The report says that for unknown 

reasons, the driver caused the Chevrolet to veer to the right, off the north road 

edge of Highway 156, where it collided into a private property fence, overturned 

and caught on fire. The driver was ejected from the vehicle and succumbed to 

injuries he sustained in the crash. 

“It is unknown if alcohol and or drugs were a factor in this crash,” the release 

said. 

CHP said the details of this investigation remain open. Any witnesses are 

requested to contact Officer M. Ruiz, ID 22608 at 408-848-2324 with information 

regarding this crash. 

On the same day at approximately 10:05 p.m., a 55-year-old was driving a 2014 

Tesla eastbound on Highway 156, west of Fairview Road. The report states for 

reasons unknown, the driver made a left turning movement causing the Tesla to 

travel from the eastbound lane of Highway 156 into the westbound lane of 

Highway 156 over solid double yellow lines and collided head-on with a 2015 

Freightliner. The driver and three passengers of the Tesla, which according to 

the report were from Carmel Valley, sustained fatal injuries. The 39-year old 

driver of the Freightliner from Madera was taken to Hazel Hawkins Memorial 

Hospital with minor injuries. 

“It is unknown if drugs and/or alcohol impairment was a factor to this collision,” 

the release said. 

Any witnesses are requested to contact Officer N. Stewart, ID 22339 at 408 848-

2324 with information. 

 BenitoLink Staff  
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ACCIDENT CLOSES HIGHWAY 25 
MONDAY MORNING 

•  
• Published 06/01/2015  

• BenitoLink Staff 

   Email this Article  

Busy commuter route brought to a halt after Hollister man's vehicle crossed 
the double yellow lines in front of another vehicle, causing collision 

 
hwy 25 car fire.jpg 
A vehicle that crossed the double yellow line on Highway 25 near the San 

Benito/Santa Clara County line is believed to have caused an accident that left 

the vehicles in flames and forced the closure of the heavily traveled commuting 

route for an hour and 15 minutes Monday morning. 

The California Highway Patrol received a call about the accident at 

approximately 7:15 a.m. Monday, with callers reporting that the crash involved 

two vehicles. The CHP said a witness indicated that a black vehicle — later 

https://benitolink.com/2015/06/01/
https://benitolink.com/author/benitolink-staff/
mailto:?subject=I%20wanted%20you%20to%20see%20this%20article%20&&body=body=Check%20out%20this%20article%20https://benitolink.com/accident-closes-highway-25-monday-morning/
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identified as a 1967 Camaro driven by a 41-year-old Hollister resident 

— appeared to make a U-turn in front of a 1994 Acura Legend and caused the 

collision. Witness Yesenia Perez Casas posted on Facebook that "I witnessed this 

horrible accident on highway 25 this morning. A Good Samaritan pulled a man 

out of the burning black car." 

The Hollister man had moderate injuries and was airlifted to a San Jose hospital, 

according to the CHP. The San Jose man suffered minor injuries and was 

transported by ambulance 

Within 10 minutes, the CHP reported that both vehicles were fully engulfed in 

flames and that Hwy. 25 would need to be shut down in both directions. At that 

time of the morning, the northbound direction — in particular — is busy 

because of the thousands of San Benito County commuters heading to the Bay 

Area for work. Traffic was diverted onto Shore Road while crews tended to the 

scene.  

At one point, the CHP reported that a tow truck heading to the scene was stuck 

in traffic behind a long line of vehicles. The driver requested to use the shoulder 

of the roadway or obtain a CHP escort to the scene. 

BENITOLINK STAFF 
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HOLLISTER RESIDENT DIES IN VEHICLE 
CRASH NEAR RIDGEMARK 

•  
• Published 07/29/2022  

• BenitoLink Staff 

   Email this Article  

CHP is investigating the cause of the accident. 

 
chpPatch.png 
California Highway Patrol is investigating a single vehicle accident that 

resulted in the death of Hollister resident Ruben Joshua Flores III, 20. 

According to Sgt. Bryan Penney with the San Benito County Sheriff’s Office, on 

July 24, around 2 a.m San Benito County deputies responded to a single vehicle 

accident on Highway 25, south of Ridgemark.  

“Upon arrival deputies met with medical help where the driver had passed 

away,” said Penney. 

He added California Highway Patrol is conducting the investigation.  

https://benitolink.com/2022/07/29/
https://benitolink.com/author/benitolink-staff/
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CHP officer Alfredo Uribe told BenitoLink he did not have information about the 

accident and that he would provide it when he obtained it. He has not 

responded to BenitoLink’s request for updates.  

BENITOLINK STAFF  
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SBC RMA TO HOST TWO VIRTUAL 
MEETINGS ON JOHN SMITH ROAD 
LANDFILL EXPANSION PROJECT 

•  
• Published 02/26/2021  

• BenitoLink Staff 

   Email this Article  

The proposed project includes a 388.05-acre expansion of the existing 95.16-
acre landfill located approximately two miles outside of Hollister. 

 
A truck heads into the John Smith Road Landfill. Photo by Noe Magaña. 
Information provided by the County of San Benito. 

The San Benito County Resource Management Agency will host two virtual 

meetings to present the proposed John Smith Road Landfill expansion project 

and seek input from the community and interested public agencies.  The two 

meetings will take place on March 10 at 2 p.m. and March 11 at 6 p.m. 

https://benitolink.com/2021/02/26/
https://benitolink.com/author/benitolink-staff/
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The proposed project site is located at the John Smith Road Landfill, 2650 John 

Smith Road, approximately two miles directly east of the city of Hollister. 

According to a recent release, Waste Connections, through the project applicant 

Waste Solutions of San Benito, LLC, is proposing an expansion of the 

landfill. The proposed project includes a 388.05-acre expansion of the existing 

95.16-acre landfill. This expansion would increase the landfill’s disposal capacity 

and operating life span, increase the maximum permitted height of the final 

landfill, and increase the maximum permitted daily tonnage accepted from the 

current 1,000 tons per day to 2,300 tons per day. 

To accommodate these changes, several operational changes are also being 

proposed. These include expanding the landfill entrance area to accommodate 

additional daily vehicle arrivals and reduce vehicle queuing on John Smith Road, 

expanding areas for recycling and the County’s Household Hazardous Waste 

program, establishing an area for the future installation of a gas-to-energy 

facility, and clean closing the current Class I area owned by the city of Hollister 

and converting it to a disposal area for Class III waste. Additionally, the 

proposed project would potentially include the use of a portion of the San 

Benito County property located south of John Smith Road for habitat mitigation 

purposes. 

The Notice of Preparation of the Environmental Impact Report, containing 

instructions for participating in the virtual meetings and additional information 

about the project and potential environmental impacts, is available at the 

following website: 

https://www.cosb.us/home/showpublisheddocument?id=6574 

Written comments can be submitted to: 

San Benito County Planning and Land Use Division 

https://www.cosb.us/home/showpublisheddocument?id=6574
https://www.cosb.us/home/showpublisheddocument?id=6574
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2301 Technology Parkway 

Hollister, CA 95023-9174 

Attention: Stan Ketchum         Email: SKetchum@cosb.us 

Comments to be considered in the preparation of the environmental impact 

report must be received by March 23. 

BENITOLINK STAFF 
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Letter 

90 
Response 

 

Rudy Picha B.S., M.B.A. 
September 6, 2022 

 

90-1 The commenter describes several concerns regarding existing and likely future traffic along Fairview 

Road. This issue is discussed in Chapter 4.2 in the DEIR as well as in Chapter 5, Cumulative impacts. In 

addition, a roadway Level-of-Service Analysis, although not required under CEQA, will be available to 

the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to consider as part of their project approval 

deliberations.  

90-2 The commenter raises concerns regarding the amount of water runoff that collects along John Smith Road 

and the amount of harmful chemical carcinogens contained within the runoff. The commenter also raises 

concerns regarding the proximity to the school on Fairview Road and what that could mean for the 

children attending that school. For a detailed discussion of the surface water quality impacts of the 

proposed project, the commenter is referred to Impacts 4.8-1, 4.8-2, and 4.8-3 included in Section 4.8, 

Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR. Please also see the Master Response on Groundwater 

Contamination included at the beginning of the responses. 

90-3 The commenter describes the reasons for their opposition to the proposed project. The commenter’s 

opposition to the proposed project is noted and as such, is a part of the administrative record that will be 

considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with 

conditions, or deny the proposed project.  

The commenter includes several web links at the end of their comment. These web links do not raise any 

substantive issues regarding the analysis included in the Draft EIR. Therefore, no additional response is 

necessary.   
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Letter 

91 
 

From: Gary Moran  baler61 <gaelmoran@gmail.com> 

  
Hello Stan 

  
I Would like to follow up my comments from the 8/24 meeting with a 

written summary. 
I'm not sure if verbal comments get captured in the meeting record. 

  
I think truck traffic is a serious concern for everyone and it has not 

been properly evaluated in the EIR. 

  
1. Fairview Rd is not a simple uninterrupted route 
   Noise and emissions: 
      There are 4 stop lights within the residential areas of the haul 

route. 
      At every stop light there are houses, subdivisions, or a school. 
      Trucks will be stopped often by these lights. 
      When trucks accelerate from a stop they produce maximum noise and 

emissions. 
      It seems that the EIR focused only on Leq noise. 
      Acceptable Leq is an average and does not reflect the actual effect 

on residents near the stoplights. 
      From Table 4.5-3 it appears that Lmax is about 10db higher if heavy 

trucks were present. 
      10 db is an increase of 10 times the acoustic power not 10% (twice 

as loud to the ear). 
      I believe the EIR is not adequate on this issue and needs more 

work. 

  
   Traffic conditions: 
      For unknown logic (p4.2-11), truck traffic in the EIR was limited 

to noise and emissions.   
      Only a minimal increase in auto and light truck traffic was 

predicted and rated insignificant. 
      This is misleading. 
      In future years there would be about 190 trucks passing by everyday 

(one truck every 2 minutes). 
      They will affect traffic flow and be a daily frustration for 

residents. 
      The trucks will often have to stop at several lights and will slow 

the traffic considerably. 
      Even today I have seen at rush hour cars backed up halfway to Santa 

Ana Valley rd from the Santa Ana Rd stoplight. 
      This issue needs to be evaluated. 

  
   Aesthetics and perception 

91-1 

91-2 
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      Trucks passing every 2 minutes for decades will totally change the 

character of the area. 
      Landfill truck traffic will define the community. 
      

  
2. My overall opinion 
   The scope of the project is too large to be accepted by or be a 

benefit to the community. 
   There is no good route for the trucks to reach the landfill without 

serious detrimental effects on the residents. 
   San Benito County needs a safe, efficient landfill. 
   We need to consider one of the alternatives. 

  
Regards 
Gary Moran 

91-3 

91-4 
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Letter 

91 
Response 

 

Gary Moran 

 

91-1 Please see Responses to Comments 57-1 and 73-1. 

91-2 The commenter raises concerns regarding trucks passing by every two minutes. For the new out-of-

County commercial trucks, at their peak level, they would be expected to pass every 4.5 minutes during 

weekdays, on average in winter months, with half of the passing trucks being fully loaded and the other 

half being empty. Because this number represents a peak of out-of-County commercial vehicles, during 

most weekdays the average passing time between new out-of-County commercial vehicles would be 

greater than 4.5 minutes, particularly during summer months when the arrival of commercial vehicles 

may be spread over a longer acceptance period. Additionally, because the proposed haul route would use 

different routes for travel to and from the landfill, the average passing time of new truck trips from most 

locations would be greater than 4.5 minutes. For a discussion of traffic hazards, the commenter is referred 

to Impact 4.2-3 commencing on page 4.2-11 of the Draft EIR. Please also see Response to Comment 57-

2.  

91-3 Please see Response to Comment 82-1. 

91-4 The commenter states his opinions about the proposed project and states that one of the alternatives needs 

to be considered. The commenter’s opinions regarding the proposed project are noted and as such, are a 

part of the administrative record that will be considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors 

in deciding whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the proposed project. 
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Letter 

92 
Response 

 

Sherrie Markham 

 

92-1 The commenter identifies the need to ensure that the County’s disposal capacity is maintained to 

accommodate County growth. The commenter’s comments are noted and as such, are a part of the 

administrative record that will be considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding 

whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the proposed project. 
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Public Comments 

93 
 

 

San Benito County Landfill Standing Committee 

Verbal Comments Received during August 24, 2022 Landfill Standing Committee Meeting on the John Smith 

Road Landfill Expansion Project Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Comments Summarized from Meeting Recording 

Maureen Nelson: 

My name is Maureen Nelson, I am in San Benito County. I want to raise a couple of issues with the landfill 

proposal. There's a lot of vague language within this EIR. We talk about road repair widening on McCloskey paid 

by waste connections at the time of the widening. To be reimbursed by the county for a fair share. What's a fair 

share? Who gets into a financial contract without knowing the cost that we're talking about. 

We talked about alternatives A and B to the landfill proposed. A uses the full 483 acres, not for consumption of 

waste, but they have all 483 acres. What you see the difference in B is that they use less than something smaller. 

What does that mean? Once you own all 483 acres, it's available to you to open it again and apply for another 

expansion. It's like my box of See’s candy. I can get a 1lb box, or I can get a 2lb box. if I eat 1lb, I’ll be happy, if I 

get 2lb, I'll eat it all.  

I want to talk about the transfer station. It does not state where it will be. How can you vote on a transfer 

station when your residents don't know what impacts and where it will be hosted out of? The 101 acres that are 

across the street on John Smith Road being proposed as an alternate site for mitigation of animals, that could be 

used as a new landfill.  

The current landfill sits on 95 acres. It has been open since 1969. If we need more space, we have 101 acres. 

What the landfall has in the EIR is they would like to have an additional 72 acres purchased by the county for soil 

retention, we’re currently using 95 acres with soil retention. Since when did soil grow to need its own 72 acres.  

Biological assessments were done between 10 am and 2:30. Several of the biological animals come out at dawn 

and at dusk. You do not see what is out there at 10 to 2:30 during the day. 

I'd also like to talk about the out of county trucks. This increase would increase the trucks to 95 per day? Do the 

math. That's a 190 passes in every day of a large truck in front of school children. We have Santana ranch, we 

have the Seventh Day Adventist school both on McCloskey. Both ways in and out are affected. That's what I had, 

wrote my notes fast. Thank you. 

Barry Katz: 

That's perfect. Thank you. My name is Barry Katz. I live in Aromas, in San Benito County. I only have 2 points. It's 

the biggest issue, I think, for a lot of people is traffic and in all the additional trucks, and I don't know if it's been 

answered or not but my question is whether the trucks would be restricted from the busiest hours on the 

busiest highways. I mean, we're using highway 25, which is insane at times. I know that many cities restrict truck 

traffic during that I don't know if that's been addressed or not.  

And then the larger point that I have to say is that Measure Q is on the ballot, which would require a vote of the 

people of the county, the voters of the county, for projects of this nature and other large projects, and I don't 
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want to see this rushed before election day. I think that we should wait and see if the people vote for Measure 

Q, and if so, let them vote for or against this project. I particularly think a project that has a 65-year magnitude 

doesn’t need to be rushed and shouldn't be. That's all I have to say. Thank you.  

John Freeman: 

Yes, my name is John Freeman. I'm a resident of San Juan Batista, which is in San Benito County. Full disclosure, 

I'm on the Integrated Waste Management Board, and I'm here kind of as a general overview. I'd like to say that I 

come from the waste industry. I spent 20 years in the hazardous waste industry, Ramic Environmental in east 

Palo Alto California, so I know a little bit about it. I know what it's like to be tortured by well-meaning citizens 

who think I'm throwing waste into the bay, which was not true. So I have a little different perspective. But so 

basically, I think there's 2 questions before the board, and that's to expand the landfill and the issues of traffic 

and trucks and amount of tonnage received. I think the second question should be really separated from first, 

and that should be negotiated and reviewed every couple of years. It shouldn’t be a static thing, but as for the 

landfill expansion, I think it should, it needs to occur, if it doesn't, we'll be back here 20 years, maybe 25 years 

arguing the same points again. Maybe even 15 years. So I think that's a waste of resources, time. I think it can be 

done properly.  

At the public workshop that was held Monday night, and I have spoken to the people who live near the landfill, 

Heatherwood Estates and such, and they do have really legitimate concerns. I visited Heatherwood Estates and 

the traffic and the truck noise is disconcerting, to say the least, and I don't know if it's possible, maybe it's not 

but I would look for another route, you know. Even I said, the back way in. I was talking to a person. I joked the 

back way in, or something, but that's not, you know. So you need to find a way that can alleviate the traffic and 

the noise that the people are really complaining about, and if you have any further questions, most of you know 

me and my phone number you can chat with me anytime. Thank you. 

Kent Gordon:  

My name is Kent Gordon. I'm a resident of the Santa Ana Valley. My family has owned property there since 

1872. Our, some of our land will be at the northern edge of the proposed expansion, and to say the least, my 

family is not at all excited about this proposal. The John Smith Landfill Expansion Project represents a significant 

shift in the usage and intention of the original landfill. The expansion was described in the EIR as roughly 80% for 

the benefit of Santa Clara County. This new version might rightly be called the Santa Clara County Landfill of 

Hollister, rather like the Los Angeles Angels of Anaheim, accepting 2,000 tons of trash per day from Santa Clara 

County is highly problematic.  

That although the revenue stream from this waste is significant, it's never been accurately balanced out by 

accounting for the cost of ongoing maintenance and repair of roadways impacted by the trash trucks hauling 

there waste here. This treadmill effect means that San Benito County receives money and trash from Santa Clara 

County but spends much of it repairing the damage done to the roadways as a result of the trash trucks. It 

seems that no one, certainly not the representatives of waste solutions, is willing to discuss the ongoing costs 

offsetting the revenue stream to determine if the net benefit to San Benito County is effective. It's hard to make 

headway when you're on a treadmill.  

The decision to acceptance out of county trash was a decision reached by the County Board of Supervisors some 

years ago, No doubt it seemed like a good idea at the time, but this new expansion greatly distorts the original 

concept through its sheer size and volume, the cost of accepting out of county trash, are accruing along Shore 

Road, Fairview Road, and John Smith Road. Repaving projects along these trash delivery routes merely points 

out the diversion of resources from other roads in the county that are in desperate need of repair.  
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The air pollution associated with the trash trucks can be quantified and accounted for and the amount of 

garbage escaping from these trucks can be observed by county residents, and those who live along the disposal 

route. Rerouting the trucks along 25 and McCloskey merely moves the problem from  one location to another 

and solves nothing. 

We now have the benefit of some years of observation and evaluation, accepting out of county trash has not 

been a winning strategy for addressing the needs of San Benito County .We should also consider the 

sustainability the project. Project Alternative 3 roughly sets out some parameters that might be appropriate for 

the needs of San Benito County residents, especially considering that for the next 50 years, we need to be able 

in the master plan to be able to account for trash needs of the county and these alternatives may be able to 

serve the needs of the county without the enormous impact of the original proposed expansion. Alternative 3 

seems to provide some acceptable levels of trash capacity for the county and the reduced footprint of the 

project keeps it in line with the needs of the county, as does the 300 tons per day limit on trash disposal. This 

proposal does not generate the income of the original proposal, either San Benito County, nor the waste 

solutions group will become the beneficiary of quite the level of revenue stream, but it's a proposal that's in 

scale with the needs of the county and its residents and does not create the ongoing costs, environmental, 

economic and aesthetic that the original expansion entails. 

If San Benito County Board of Supervisors looks at the entirety of the John Smith Landfill expansion project, you 

must consider the needs of the people of their county first and foremost. These needs and the needs and 

finances of waste solutions, the trash disposal needs of Santa Clara County should not be their primary concern. 

The original expansion plan is not a good fit for San Benito County and far better alternatives exist, that would 

be much more. 

Gary Moran:  

Good evening everybody. I thank you for letting me speak. Okay, my name is Gary Moran and I live in San Benito 

County. I have a lot of issues on my mind, but tonight I want to stick to the traffic issues that seems to be on 

everybody's mind. But I want to speak a little more directly to the EIR. I have asked some of my friends and 

neighbors about what they think about the landfill expansion. Some are basically unaware of the project but 

there were others who opposed it and interesting, though those who opposed it seem to think about the truck 

traffic rather than the actual landfill. So I think the truck traffic is a big deal for us to think about. The county 

decided on page 4.2-11 of the EIR that heavy trucks would not be included in the VMT. That's vehicles per 

mileage travelled. That is traffic, basically only autos and pickup, were evaluated. The evaluations of heavy 

trucks was limited to sections on noise and emissions rather than VMT or traffic flow, which seems a little 

strange to me.  

Also, the EIR haul route seems to view Fairview Road as a straight line with speeds about 50 miles an hour. 

However, there are now 3 stoplights on Fairview Road, and soon a fourth at Hillcrest Road. Trucks will probably 

be stopped several times when going to or from the landfill. As we know that diesel trucks make the most noise 

and smoke when they're accelerating from a stop, at each light there are houses right next to the intersections 

there are subdivisions, houses, and a school that should be considered. Fairview Road is not a simple cruise at 50 

miles an hour. At rush hour I have seen cars backed up from Santa Ana Light at Santa Ana Road to halfway to 

Santa Ana Valley Road. If we throw trucks in there it really gets a lot worse.  

And regarding sound measurements per table 4.5-3, these measurements were taken in the morning, all of 

them were in the morning for some reason, and there was no wind. I can attest to the fact that in the afternoon, 

if you're on the east side of Fairview Road, the prevailing wind in the afternoon makes the traffic noise twice as 

93-14 

93-15 

93-16 

93-18 

93-19 

93-17 

 



 

John Smith Road Landfill Expansion Project Final EIR  Douglas Environmental 
San Benito County 2-387 Comments and Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

bad and exhaust smoke blows straight from the road to your house. Peak noise measurements should be taken 

as trucks accelerate away from the lights. I think they will most likely exceed the 80 decibels. 

I believe the EIR stated noise and emission impacts of less than significant on the haul route are not accurate 

and that ignoring traffic flow is a major omission of the EIR. Ignoring traffic flow, congestion, and aesthetics of 

several hundred trucks passing through residential areas every day for 50 years leaves the EIR pretty incomplete. 

I think these are significant and unavoidable issues that need to be evaluated. From a community perspective, 

50 years of truck streaming to and from Hollister will be such a permanent site that it will become our trademark 

there. There go all the garbage trucks on their way to Hollister.  

Canyon Sarahs Roots: 

Canyon Sarahs Roots, part-time San Benito County, part-time Santa Clara county. I'm of Indian Canyon Nation. 

We are the local, indigenous, inhabitants and original stewards of this territory. I want to remind the community 

that just because in the environmental impact reports we acknowledge the historical, biological, and pre-contact 

history that even this meeting is happening in Ohlone territory and the indigenous people are still here. I do 

want to point out that I participated in a site visit and a lot of the times cultural resources are acknowledged 

only by historical artifacts that are present beneath the surface of the soil, and a phase one soil ground survey 

was taken, and a lot of that area has been highly disturbed just by ranchers and I want to point out that these 

are cultural landscapes, cultural soundscapes, and culturally significant spaces of my ancestors and I really 

appreciate the recent comments, because nowhere was there a  conversation about if this is going to be 

expanded, the impact report regarding the road expansions and the development on these roads, these areas 

go through other cultural sites.  

Other areas of significant impact and that would need its own review and survey and acknowledgement in that 

so I recognize the need of having more space to take waste but I definitely want to second, and our community 

of Indian Canyon recognizes that we don't want to be Santa Clara's drop off point. So if it was providing to our 

community, and if our community acknowledges the waste that it creates, we need to see our messes to be 

responsible as a community. And so I do want to point out that we are in Ohlone territory and the indigenous 

peoples need to be part of the decision making process not just part of an EIR, or not just part of the 

consideration at the very last second of saying here's the draft report and if you have any comments, even if 

there is a negative declaration. So I appreciate your efforts and I also want to second what John Freeman was 

saying. I recognize the position he holds being an in-between in the community is this as well as the 

considerations that our environment and our community considerations culturally, communally, and to the next 

generations need to consider these decision-making procedures. Thank you. 

 

 

  

93-20 

93-19 

(Cont.) 

93-21 

 

93-22 



 

Douglas Environmental  John Smith Road Landfill Expansion Project Final EIR 
Comments and Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 2-388 San Benito County  

Public 
Comments 

93 
Response 

 

Public Comments Received During Landfill Subcommittee Meeting 
August 24, 2022 

 

93-1 Please see Responses to Comments 7-5 and 31-1.  

93-2 The commenter asks what something smaller means for Alternative B. The commenter is assumed to be 

referring to Alternative 1B: 1,700 Tons-Per-Day Expansion, which is described commencing on page 6-6 

of the Draft EIR. As stated in this description, it is assumed the landfill would operate for approximately 

the same life as the proposed project with implementation of Alternative 1B, which is 65 years with the 

final 15 years limited to in-County waste. The landfill waste footprint would be reduced and would 

consist of approximately Phases 2A, 2B, 3, and 5 of the currently proposed expansion project, or 

approximately 180 acres (in addition to the existing landfill) versus the approximately 195 acres 

associated with the proposed project (Figure 3-6 in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR identifies the proposed 

landfill expansion phases). The final elevation of the fill area would be the same for Phases 2A, 2B, 3, 

and 5 as with the proposed project, or approximately 949 feet above mean sea level (msl). 

If a reduced footprint alternative were selected, the fill permit would be limited to only that footprint. Any 

further expansion of the alternative would not be permissible without additional approvals from the 

County and State responsible agencies. 

93-3 The commenter asks how one can vote on a transfer station when residents do not know what impacts and 

where it will be hosted. Chapter 6 of the Draft EIR includes a discussion of alternatives to the proposed 

project. One of these is Alternative 5: Transfer Station Alternative, which assumes a transfer station 

would be constructed on industrially-zoned land in or near the City of Hollister. The construction of a 

transfer station would require a roughly 90- by 120-foot transfer station building, an office area, scale 

house, household hazardous waste storage lockers, a recycling area, parking areas for spare transfer 

trailers and employees/visitors, and an inert disposal area. The transfer station is an alternative to the 

proposed project, it is not being proposed by the project applicant. Alternatives are not required to include 

as much detail as the proposed project.  Their intent is to provide the decision-makers with sufficient 

information regarding potential alternatives to approving the project to inform their decision making. 

Should the Transfer Station Alternative be selected in concept by the Board of Supervisors, a site would 

need to be selected and additional CEQA review would be required prior to permitting the use of that site 

for that use. 

The commenter further states that the 101 acres of County-owned land south of John Smith Road could 

be used as a new landfill. For a discussion of the use of the southern property for a new landfill, the 

commenter is referred to Alternative 4: Southern Landfill Alternative, which commences on page 6-17 of 

the Draft EIR.   

93-4 The commenter questions why Alternative 4: Southern Landfill Alternative would need 67 acres for soil 

retention. As stated on 6-17 of the Draft EIR, to accommodate this expansion, a total of approximately 

3,162,000 cubic yards of soil excavation would be necessary and 611,000 cubic yards of fill would be 

required over the life of the expansion.  Due to the large volume of soil excavation, additional acreage 

would be necessary to store this soil until it is needed for daily, intermediate and final landfill cover. The 

existing landfill operations also include soil storage stockpiles that are not located within the operating 

landfill footprint and require additional site acreage to accommodate.  
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93-5 The commenter states that you do not see the biological animals between 10 am and 2:30 pm, when 

surveys were conducted. Because many sensitive species are nocturnal, it is not possible to observe them 

when they are active at night. Therefore, surveys are conducted during the daytime to determine if the 

habitat is supportive of the sensitive species being assessed and to determine if there are any signs of the 

species presence (e.g., footprints, active burrows, scat, etc.). 

93-6 The commenter raises concerns regarding the increase in truck traffic, particularly near schools. The 

commenter’s concerns are noted and as such, are a part of the administrative record that will be 

considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with 

conditions, or deny the proposed project. The commenter is also referred to Section 4.2, Traffic and 

Transportation, of the Draft EIR. For a discussion of the school crossing condition on Fairview Road and 

the collision history on the current Fairview Road haul route, the commenter is referred to Responses to 

Comments 20-1 and 44-1. 

93-7 The commenter asks if trucks would be restricted from the busiest hours on the busiest highways. The 

proposed project does not include any hour restrictions for trucks arriving at or departing from the site.  

93-8 The commenter states that the vote on the project should wait until after Measure Q is decided.  This 

comment is noted and as such, is a part of the administrative record that will be considered by the San 

Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the 

proposed project.  

93-9 The commenter states that the landfill expansion needs to occur. The commenter’s support for the project 

is noted and as such, is a part of the administrative record that will be considered by the San Benito 

County Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the 

proposed project.  

93-10 The commenter states that the traffic and truck noise is disconcerting. This comment is noted. The 

commenter also suggests that an alternative back-way route be considered. For a discussion of alternative 

routes to the project site, the commenter is referred to Alternatives 6 and 7, discussed in Chapter 6 of the 

Draft EIR. Please also see Responses to Comments 37-1 and 39-4. 

93-11 The commenter states that the proposed expansion represents a significant shift in the usage and intention 

of the original landfill. The commenter further states that accepting 2,000 tons of trash per day from Santa 

Clara County is highly problematic. The commenter’s statements are noted and as such, are a part of the 

administrative record that will be considered by the San Benito County Board of Supervisors in deciding 

whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the proposed project.  

93-12 Please see Response to Comments 7-5. 

93-13 The commenter raises concerns regarding the size and volume of the proposed expansion and the cost of 

accepting out-of-County trash, particularly related to road repair. The commenter’s concerns are noted 

and as such, are a part of the administrative record that will be considered by the San Benito County 

Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the proposed 

project. 

93-14 The commenter states that air pollution associated with the trash trucks can be quantified and accounted 

for and the amount of garbage escaping from these trucks can be observed by county residents. The 

commenter further states that rerouting the trucks along 25 and McCloskey merely moves the problem 

from one location to another and solves nothing. These comments are noted. For more information 

regarding the proposed project’s anticipated air quality impacts, the commenter is referred to Section 4.3, 

Air Quality, of the Draft EIR.  
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93-15 The commenter states that accepting out-of-County waste has not been a winning strategy and the 

sustainability of the project should be considered. The commenter further states that Alternative 3 may be 

appropriate. These comments are noted.  

93-16 The commenter states that the needs of the people of the County must be considered first and foremost. 

The commenter further states that the original expansion plan is not a good fit for San Benito County and 

far better alternatives exist. These comments are noted.  

93-17 Please see Response to Comment 57-2.  

93-18 Please see Response to Comment 70-1. The commenter is also referred to Section 4.2, Traffic and 

Transportation, of the Draft EIR. 

93-19 Please see Response to Comment 57-1. When wind noise is combined with other noise sources, the total 

noise level increases. However, the increase is related to the cumulative acoustic energy of the combined 

noise sources and would be similar for most noise sources that are combined. Wind does not generally 

increase traffic noise levels measured near roads.  

93-20 Please see Responses to Comments 57-1, 57-2, and 57-3. 

93-21 The commenter states that a lot of times cultural resources are acknowledged only by historical artifacts 

that are present beneath the surface of the soil and that these areas include cultural landscapes, cultural 

soundscapes, and culturally significant spaces. The commenter also raises concerns regarding the road 

expansions and the development on these roads, because these areas go through other cultural sites. As 

discussed under Impact 4.7-1 on page 4.7-7 of the Draft EIR, the potential for offsite disturbance of 

cultural resources was considered a significant impact requiring implementation of Mitigation Measure 

4.7-1. This mitigation requires that a written inadvertent discovery plan be prepared by a qualified 

archeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Standards for Archaeologists before 

onsite or offsite construction begins. The plan would describe the steps that would need to be followed if 

an inadvertent discovery of buried or otherwise previously unidentified historical resources occurs, 

including archaeological resources (e.g., unusual amounts of shell, animal bone, any human remains, 

bottle glass, ceramics, building remains) and tribal cultural resources.  

93-22 The commenter raises concerns regarding being Santa Clara’s drop off point and states that indigenous 

peoples need to be part of the decision-making process. The commenter’s concerns and statements are 

noted and as such, are a part of the administrative record that will be considered by the San Benito County 

Board of Supervisors in deciding whether to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the proposed 

project. 
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The County received the following comment letter submitted after the close of the public comment period on the 

Draft EIR for the Project. A lead agency is required to consider comments on the Draft EIR and to prepare written 

responses if a comment is received within the public comment period. (Pub. Res. Code § 21091(d); CEQA 

Guidelines § 15088.) When a comment letter is received after the close of the public comment period, however, a 

lead agency does not have an obligation to respond. (Pub. Res. Code § 21091(d)(1); Pub. Res. Code § 

21092.5(c).) Accordingly, the County is not required to provide a written response to late comment letters. (See 

CEQA Guidelines § 15088(a)). Nonetheless, for informational purposes, the County has elected to respond to the 

late letter, but it does so without waiving its position that written responses to late comment letters are not 

required by law.   
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