
 

         
 
 
 
January 4, 2016 
 
Roscoe Mata, Project Manager 
San Jose Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement 
200 E. Santa Clara Street 
San Jose, CA 95113 
 
 Re: City File No. H15-061 
 
Dear Mr. Mata, 
 
 The Committee for Green Foothills, Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society, and Sierra Club Loma Prieta 
Chapter respectfully submit these comments with regard to the above-referenced project, described in your 
notification letter of December 21, 2015 as a Site Development Permit for an “approximately 517,000 square foot 
warehouse/distribution center on a 29.92 gross acre site located at the southwest corner of Blanchard Road and 
Monterey Road.” Our organizations have thousands of members in Santa Clara County, including in the project 
vicinity, and we have a strong interest in protecting open space and natural resources throughout Santa Clara 
County. 
 

1. The Notice Period Is Inadequate And Should Be Extended 
  
 As a preliminary matter, we object to the short and inadequate notice period given to the public for this 
project. The written notice for the project was dated December 21, was sent to a very limited distribution list (only 
one of our three organizations received this notice), and was received immediately prior to the Christmas holiday. 
With many residents and other stakeholders, not to mention City staff, on vacation or out of the office during the 
last two weeks of the year, the deadline of January 4, 2016 for comments to be submitted is unacceptably short. 
For example, Alice Kaufman of Committee for Green Foothills left you a voice mail on the afternoon of 
Wednesday, December 30 asking to be contacted as soon as possible with more information about this project, 
and you had not yet returned this call as of Monday morning, January 4. While it is unsurprising that City staff 
should be on vacation over New Year’s, this unavailability renders the notice period inadequate.  
 

In addition, the size and significance of this project means that a comment period longer than 2 weeks 
should be provided. We respectfully request that the notice period be extended by 1 month, with comments due 
on February 1, 2016.1 

 
2. An Environmental Impact Report Should Be Prepared For This Project 

 
 The Site Development Permit documents indicate that this project is for a 517,000 square foot warehouse 
with exterior elevations of 42 feet. There will be 90 trailer parking spaces and 182 standard size parking spaces. A 
distribution center capable of serving 90 semitrailer trucks at one time is clearly a massive operation that will 
generate significant truck traffic, noise and air emissions that will potentially create significant impacts that 
should be evaluated in an EIR. 

                                                 
1 On the afternoon of January 4, 2016, Alice Kaufman of CGF had a phone conversation with Roscoe Mata in which Mr. 
Mata indicated that the January 4 date was not a hard and fast deadline. If it is the City’s policy to issue notices with 
deadlines that are not really “official,” it should be made clear in the notification letters that comments submitted after the 
deadline will be accepted and considered. 
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 The site in question is located in the middle of an undeveloped agricultural area that is also a significant 
and well-documented wildlife corridor. In the landmark 2012 study by the De Anza College Kirsch Center for 
Environmental Studies, it was found that numerous mammal and bird species migrate through North Coyote 
Valley and across Highway 101 through culverts and underpasses, including mountain lions, bobcats, badgers, 
and coyotes. Phillips, et al., Safe Passage for Coyote Valley: A Wildlife Linkage for the Highway 101 Corridor, 
2012 (https://www.deanza.edu/es/wildlifecorrproj/Safe%20Passagelowres.pdf). Fisher Creek, which runs directly 
adjacent to the project site, is an important wildlife corridor through North Coyote Valley, particularly due to the 
“bottleneck” formed by Tulare Hill directly to the north of the project site. The Coyote Valley Linkage 
Assessment Study, a project of the Santa Clara Valley Open Space Authority (OSA) together with Pathways for 
Wildlife and UC Berkeley Genetic Analysis Lab, is currently ongoing with the objective of measuring animal 
movement and habitat permeability across Coyote Valley. Data from this study collected thus far identify north-
south movement corridors used by deer and bobcat that travel along Fisher Creek, right next to the project site. 
(See attached map of wildlife corridors from the Coyote Valley Linkage Assessment Study, with project site 
indicated, below.) In addition, Swainson’s hawk, a California threatened species, has been identified as both 
breeding and using foraging areas in the vicinity of the project site. Phillips, et al., “First Successful Nesting of 
Swainson’s Hawk in Santa Clara County, California, Since The 1800’s,” Western Birds 45:176–182, 2014 
(https://www.deanza.edu/campusmemo/pdf/SwainsonsHawk0115.pdf). This is significant new information that was not 
available during any previous environmental review performed for any area including the project site. EIRs are 
required to analyze potential impacts to both special-status species and to known wildlife movement corridors. 
Thus, at a minimum, a supplemental EIR should be prepared to analyze the potential impacts of this project on 
these newly identified wildlife movement corridors and the threatened Swainson’s hawk. 
 

3. This Project Could Vitiate Significant Sustainable Agriculture Planning Efforts In Coyote Valley  
 
 Coyote Valley is an important agricultural area, some of the last remaining farmland of the “Valley of 
Heart’s Delight.” In 2015, the OSA and the County of Santa Clara were awarded a $100,000 Sustainable 
Agricultural Lands Conservation Program (SALCP) grant for the region from the Coyote Valley south to the San 
Benito County border. The grant, one of only 5 awarded across the state, will be used to create a regional 
framework connecting farmland preservation with climate change mitigation efforts. Key project tasks include 
mapping and modeling to identify, prioritize and protect the most critical urban-edge farmlands in southern Santa 
Clara County and assess the climate change benefits of the County’s agricultural lands. Ultimately, the hope is to 
align existing and future agricultural land use policies, programs and plans to foster inter-agency collaboration 
and support climate adaptation and greenhouse gas emission goals. With these planning efforts just underway, it 
is vital that Coyote Valley’s farmland not be lost prematurely to development. 
 

4. Conforming Rezoning Is Inappropriate In Light Of Recent Studies 
 

This site is also the subject of a request for conforming rezoning from A-Agricultural/Open Space to IP-
Industrial Park. The underlying project cannot proceed without this rezoning being approved. We believe that the 
new information that has come to light since the Envision 2040 General Plan was approved requires that the 
Industrial Park land use designation of this site in the General Plan be revisited. 

 
At the time that the EIR for the General Plan was certified, only very limited information about Coyote 

Valley’s importance as a wildlife corridor was available. Since then, as discussed above, the OSA and other 
stakeholders have initiated new studies of wildlife movement that have established that not only does Coyote 
Valley contain validated wildlife migration corridors, but that those corridors are concentrated in North Coyote 
Valley. (See attached map on page 4, below.) Also, as discussed above, Swainson’s hawk, a state threatened 

https://www.deanza.edu/es/wildlifecorrproj/Safe%20Passagelowres.pdf
https://www.deanza.edu/campusmemo/pdf/SwainsonsHawk0115.pdf
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species, is now known to be nesting and foraging in Coyote Valley. Both of these constitute biological resources 
that are specifically required to be examined in an EIR to determine if a project may cause significant impacts.2 

 
When this site was designated as Industrial Park in the General Plan, that decision was made without full 

knowledge of the potential impacts to wildlife. Rather than simply approving rezoning to conform with the 
General Plan, the land use designation of this site should be revisited to determine the most appropriate way to 
preserve these valuable biological resources. 
 
 Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments. 
 
Sincerely, 

       
Alice Kaufman      Julie Hutcheson 
Legislative Advocate, Committee for Green Foothills Legislative Advocate, Committee for Green Foothills 
 

     
Michael Ferreira, Chapter Conservation Chair  Shani Kleinhaus, Environmental Advocate 
Sierra Club Loma Prieta Chapter   Santa Clara Valley Audubon Society 
 
  

                                                 
2 CEQA’s “Appendix G” checklist states: “Would the project (a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?” and “(d) 
Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established 
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?” 
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Used with permission from Tanya Diamond, Pathways for Wildlife 
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