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South Livermore Trail Gap closure opportunity on CEMEX Lake A property (Dave Lunn 6/29/19 1 PM) 

On 6/26/2019 Alameda County and CEMEX (The Gravel mining company) presented the Reclamation 

plan for Lake A. Lake A is the Reclamation Plan and Zone 7 name for reclaimed gravel mining pit on 

the Elliot Mine property owned by CEMEX located  between Vallecitos Rd. and Isabel Ave. along the 

Arroyo Valle (See map). The LARPD trail on the north of Lake A is missing from the plan.  

There was an opportunity to connect the LARPD trail on the north side of Lake A with Sycamore Grove 

park.  Alameda County and the Gravel mining company CEMEX have been refining their plans over the 

past few years and will be turning over the land for water resource management and recreation. 

LARPD has an existing trail segment on the north side of Lake A. There is a community need to 

extend this trail east utilizing a small segment of the Lake A property for about 200 yards. This 

extension would allow the trail to connect on public property with Sycamore Grove and the rest 

of the South Livermore Trail. This was an important trail opportunity for coordination during the 

past four years as Alameda County and Cemex refined plans for Lake A. This opportunity was 

noted by many members of the public in the recently updated LARPD masterplan (June 2016) 

and City of Livermore Active Transportation Plan, (June 2018).  

 

But Public agencies responsible for recreational trails in Livermore have apparently not 

communicated the need to accommodate this trail into the reclamation plan. A joint public 

letter from LARPD and the City of Livermore to CEMEX & the County is needed now.    

 

LARPD budget summary (26 June 2019) for this trail segment. 

Trail Name: T10 Trail north of Lake A- Plotkin Gap 
This is a City of Livermore Trail Project 

Item 21; Project 617; Name: Oak Trail (T10-B) behind Plotkin property; Action: Removed; 

Reason: City of Livermore Project: Alternate routes for the trail are being designed by the City to 

circumvent the property: LARPD comment: “Cemex no longer allowing trail on their 

property”. 

 

D. Lunn notes and background on this issue in preparation for the meeting:  

Cemex will be giving the land to Zone 7 as part of a long-term mining reclamation agreement 

adopted circa 1981.  A public meeting will be held on Wednesday June 26th to present the 

CEMEX revised plan for mining reclamation. Cemex will be doing final grading of the Lake 

Area and will be transferring the land to Zone 7 within the next two to three years. There is an 

opportunity for Cemex to grade a mining road along the north side of Lake A that could be used 

as a base level for a future regional trail connecting the existing T10 trail to Holmes Street. If this 

same trail was graded after transfer to Zone 7 the CEQA analysis required for a public owner 

could add over $100K to the cost of the trail. In March 2015, CEMEX management agreed to 

consider doing this work if they received the request in writing from either the city of Livermore, 

The County, Zone 7 or LARPD. The plan had always been to open the trail to the public when 

ownership transferred from Cemex to Zone 7. The issue was: Would Cemex grade the road 

before they gave the property to Zone 7?? 

Did LARPD, Zone 7 or the City of Livermore ever request this trail in writing after the 2015 

public meeting?  Is there any written record of this claim that Cemex would no longer allow the 

trail?    
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David Lunn’s Meeting Comments presented 26 June 2019 at the CEMEX meeting.  

In March 2015, Cemex held a public meeting at the LARPD Robert Livermore Community Center on East 

Avenue to present plans for the reclamation of the gravel mining pit and Lake A and transfer of the land 

to the public. 

At the meeting, the need to extend the LARPD trail on the north side of Lake A eastward to Sycamore 

Grove was discussed. A proposal to utilize a section of the Lake A property for the LARPD trail was 

proposed and it appeared feasible to Cemex.  Cemex staff commented that they would consider grading 

a gravel road for a future trail along part of the north side of Lake A. All Cemex would need is a letter 

from one of the agencies: Zone 7, City of Livermore, Alameda County or LARPD.  

The proposed trail would drop down from the existing LARPD T10, South Livermore Trail (Oaks trail on 

the north side of lake A)) near Lake side Circle. 

The trail would then run parallel to the existing perimeter road separated by “K Rails” including a chain 

link fence on top of the K-Rails.  (K-Rails  are the 20-foot-long, massive concrete portable barriers used in 

highway construction to separate traffic lanes)  

The trail would then ascend back up to the berm/path along Siena Road.  

A chain link fence would separate the trail area from the Access road used in the future by Zone 7.  

My question is: Did CEMEX ever receive a letter requesting this gravel road from either Zone 7, Alameda 

County, The City of Livermore or LARPD? 

Answer: Cemex comment was that they were not aware of any letter requesting a trail on the north.  

Andy Ross, a Planner with the City of Livermore was asked privately and responded that many letters 

have been exchanged but he was not aware of a specific letter requesting this trail. But he was not 

working for the City at that time, so he does not know. Director Palmer commented publicly that she 

remembered the comment by Cemex as did Sue Plotkins and Dick Quigley. I did not ask Bruce Jensen 

from Alameda County publicly but in private he said that the County would not send a letter unless 

there was agreement between the recreation agencies and Zone 7. LARPD staff was not at the meeting. 

It is unclear if any letter was sent regarding this opportunity to add the LARPD trail to the Reclamation 

plan. Board members from LARPD and Zone 7 are unaware of any letter being sent.  CEMEX is allowing 

the Regional trail on their property to the south, but the north-side trail gap property will be public property 

(given to Zone 7) so it is not an issue of Cemex no longer allowing a trail on their property.  

This South Livermore Trail Gap closure is very important to the South Livermore Plan for trails through 

the open space of South Livermore. This South Livermore trail will extend from Isabel west to Wetmore 

Road and west further to Wente street, South Livermore and Tesla Road. Progress is being made and just 

Yesterday (June 25th) graders were clearing the South Livermore trail route along the fence line south of 

Tesla Road on the Byers Ranch Property. This trail will eventually extend all the way from Isabel to 

Greenville road right near where we are meeting right now. 

This short trail gap on the Lake A property will soon be the only trail gap in the entire South Livermore 

Trail. (see attached map). Closing this Trail  gap is important to the people of Livrmore! 

Thank you for your consideration,  Dave Lunn 
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The City of Livermore must request the grading and dedication of this trail (hopefully in coordination with Zone 7 and LARPD) or this opportunity will be lost. Letters are due by July 18, 2019

david
Typewritten Text

david
Typewritten Text

david
Typewritten Text

david
Rectangle

david
Highlight



FIRST ST

HAPPYVALLEY RD

LA
U

G
H

LI
N

 R
D

DALTON AVE

PRESTON AV

COLLEGE AVE

EL CHARRO RD

D
O

O
LA

N
 R

D
 

VALLEY AV

 

CATALINA DR

N
 L ST

NATIONAL DR

VALLECITOS RD

ISABEL AVE

EAST AVE

STONERIDGE DRW LAS POSITAS BL

S 
VA

SC
O

 R
D

JACK LONDON B LVD

CH
AR

LO
TT

E 
W

AY

W
EN

TE
 S

T

MARINA AVE

E STANLEY BL

IS
A

B
EL

 A
V

ST
EA

LT
H

 S
T

VINEYARD AVE

WETMORE RD

HARTFORD

PATTERSON PASS RD
LAS POSITAS RD

N
 VASCO

  RD

FIRST ST

EAST AVE

G
R

EE
N

V
IL

LE
 R

D

M
IN

ES RD

AR
LE

N
E 

W
AY

CHARLOTTE WAY

N
 P ST

ENCIN O

3RD ST

S LIVERMORE AVE
LI

V
ER

M
O

R
E

PORTOLA AVE
JUNCTION AVE

LAS POSITAS RD MINES RD

MINES RD

TESLA RD

PINE ST

CHESTNUT ST

A
R

RO
YO

 R
D

A
LT

A
IR

M
U

R
D

EL
L 

LN

WALL

ALDEN LN

CONCANNON BLVD

EL CAMINITO

JACK LONDON R
IN

CO
N

 

VANCOUVER WAY

LEXINGTON  W

AY

H
A

G 
EM

A
N

N
 D

R

7TH ST

MAPLE ST

S LIVERMORE AVE

PORTOLA AV

SCENIC AVEB
RO

A
D

M
O

O
R 

ST

N
 V

A
SC

O
 R

D

SP
R

IN
G

TO
W

N

G
A

R
A

V
EN

 T
A

 R
A

N
CH

AIRWAY BLVD

IS
A

B
EL

 A
V

VINEYARD AVE

BLUEBELL DR WISTERIA

GREEN
VILLE R

D

H
O

LM
ES

 S
T

OLIVINA AVE

N CANY O NS PKWY

STANLEY BLVD

Chain
of Lakes

Lake
Del Valle

Frick
Lake

Bill Payne
Sports
Park

Bruno
Canziani

Park

Robertson
Park

Wente
Park

Independence
Park

Les
Knott
Park

Livermore
Downs

Sunken
Gardens

Park
Almond
Avenue

Park

Portola
Park

Ravenswood
Park

Sunset
Park

Bill Clark
Park

Holdener
Park

Pleasure
Island
Park

Wattenburger
Park

Tex
Spruiell

Park

Summit
Park

Christensen
Park

Big Trees
ParkRobert

Livermore
Park

May
Nissen

Park

Sycamore
Grove
Park

Max Baer
Park

Ida 
Holm
Park

Jack Williams
Park

Carnegie
Park

Shadow Cliffs
Regional

Recreation
Area

Del Valle
Regional 

Park

Brushy Peak
Regional
Preserve

Al Caffodio
Park

Hagemann
Park

Marlin Pound
Park

Las Positas
College

To Pleasanton

Del Valle
Regional Park

Lawrence
Livermore

Lab

Sandia
National

Lab

Livermore
Municipal

Airport

Las Positas
Golf 

Course

Costco

Kaiser
Permanente

Target

Livermore Valley
Wine Country

Outlets
Vasco Rd

Station

Downtown
Transit
Center

Arroyo Mocho Trail

  

A rroyo Del Valle Region al Trail

Arroyo Las Positas Trail

To 
Contra Costa

County

LEGEND

CITY OF LIVERMORE

City of Livermore

Downtown Livermore 

School Grounds

Park

Railway

Creek

ACE Station

Pedestrian Connector

City Hall

Hospital

Library

Points of Interest

Post Office

School

Bicycle, 
Pedestrian, 
& Trails Map

Paved Shared Use Path

Bicycle Lane

0 2.0 MILES1.0

20 minute walk

12 minute bike

david
Polygonal Line

david
Polygonal Line

david
Callout
Lake A Trail Gap

david
Callout
South Livermore Trail

david
Polygonal Line

david
Typewritten Text
Lake A Trail Gap Location

david
Typewritten Text

david
Typewritten Text

david
Typewritten Text

david
Typewritten Text

david
Typewritten Text

david
Polygon

david
Callout
CEMEX "Lake A" Area to be reclaimed and dedicated to public use( Water, flood and recreation) in 2022

















1

From: Bruce Steubing
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 1:29 PM
To: Christy Seifert
Subject: FW: SMP-23 Reclamation Plan Amendment SEIR

 
 

From: Jensen, Bruce, CDA [mailto:bruce.jensen@acgov.org]  
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 10:31 AM 
To: Bruce Steubing 
Subject: FW: SMP-23 Reclamation Plan Amendment SEIR 
 
More negative comments. 
 
 

	
Bruce	Jensen	
Alameda	County	Planning	Department	
224	West	Winton	Avenue,	Room	111	
Hayward,	CA	94544	
(510)	670‐5400		
		
CONFIDENTIALITY	NOTICE:	This	e‐mail	message	including	attachments,	if	any,	is	intended	only	for	the	person(s)	or	
entity(ies)	to	which	it	is	addressed	and	may	contain	confidential	and	/or	privileged	material.	Any	unauthorized	review,	use,	
disclosure	or	distribution	is	prohibited.				If	you	are	not	the	intended	recipient,	please	contact	the	sender	by	reply	e‐mail	and	
destroy	all	copies	of	the	original	message.	
 
 
 

From: Nancy Harrington <nancyrh1@sbcglobal.net>  
Sent: Monday, July 8, 2019 9:23 AM 
To: Jensen, Bruce, CDA <bruce.jensen@acgov.org> 
Subject: SMP‐23 Reclamation Plan Amendment SEIR 
 

Hi Bruce, 
My husband and I live in Ruby Hill and have attended some past meetings regarding further digging by the 
active mining companies in the Chain of Lakes area. We are very much opposed to further digging, fearing 
damage to the water table affecting our water supply and its quality. There is a time to stop this and that is now. 
No digging beyond 150 feet. That's enough! 
 
Thank you for allowing further input on this issue. 
 
Nancy & Gary Harrington 



 

  Alameda Creek Alliance 
 
    P.O. Box 2626 • Niles, CA • 94536 
   Phone: (510) 499-9185 
   E-mail: alamedacreek@hotmail.com 
   Web: www.alamedacreek.org 

  

          July 9, 2019 
 
Sent via e-mail on 7/9/19 to bruce.jensen@acgov.org 
 
Mr. Bruce Jensen, Senior Planner 
Alameda County Planning Department 
224 W. Winton Avenue, Suite 111 
Hayward, CA 94544 
 
Re: Draft SEIR for Eliot Quarry SMP-23 Reclamation Plan Amendment Project 
 
These are comments of the Alameda Creek Alliance on the Draft Subsequent Environmental 
Impact Report (SEIR) for the Eliot Quarry SMP-23 Reclamation Plan Amendment Project. The 
Alameda Creek Alliance is a community watershed group with more than 2,000 members, 
dedicated to protecting and restoring the natural ecosystems of the Alameda Creek watershed. 
Our organization has been working to protect and restore streams in the Livermore-Amador 
Valley since 1997. 
 
We have concerns about the potential impacts of the project on native fish and wildlife, aquatic 
habitat, hydrology, and water quality in Arroyo del Valle and downstream in Arroyo de la Laguna 
and Alameda Creek. The SEIR should fully assess these potential impacts. 
 
Project Description 
 
The project would construct a small low-head dam in Arroyo del Valle as part of a Lake A water 
diversion structure, and realign a ±5,800 linear foot  reach of the Arroyo del Valle south of  Lake 
B, creating a new creek channel and riparian corridor south of the Lake B mining area. The 
SEIR should fully describe proposed water conveyance and diversion facilities to be constructed 
in Arroyo de la Laguna, including the water diversion structure, low-head dam, foundation, 
spillways, and water intake structures. The SEIR should also describe the proposed operation of 
these facilities, including water diversion rates. The SEIR should analyze the potential impacts 
of these facilities and their operation on native fish and wildlife, aquatic habitat, hydrology, and 
water quality in Arroyo del Valle, as well as further downstream in Arroyo de la Laguna and 
Alameda Creek. 
 
Endangered and Sensitive Species 
 
The March 2019 application to amend the Eliot Quarry reclamation plan notes protected and 
sensitive wildlife species that are presumed to be present in the project area. These include 
bald and golden eagle, western pond turtle, American peregrine falcon, white-tailed kite, and 
special-status bat species. The SEIR should evaluate potential project impacts on these species 
and provide appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures. American peregrine falcon and 
white-tailed kite are California Fully Protected Species, thus no take is allowed of these species. 
The SEIR should describe how the project will comply with the no take provision for these 
species. 
 
The western burrowing owl is described as having a low potential to occur in the project area 



due to active mining operations, but the March 2019 application notes CNDDB occurrences 
nearby and the potential for ruderal grassland and portions of developed areas along the Arroyo 
del Valle to provide habitat for this species. Due to the regional rarity of burrowing owls, the 
project should be required to resurvey for nesting or wintering burrowing owls before project 
construction, according to California Department of Fish and Wildlife survey protocols. The 
SEIR should describe appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures for burrowing owls 
should they be found in the project area. 
 
A 2016 National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) letter for the nearby Lehigh Hanson Arroyo 
Mocho Diversion Structure project discussed whether there was a need for Endangered 
Species Act Section 7 consultation regarding potential impacts to federally threatened steelhead 
trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss). At the time, NMFS determined that the action area of the project 
(nearby Arroyo Mocho) did not support listed steelhead or designated critical habitat (see 
attached NMFS 2016 letter). However, NMFS noted that plans are actively underway to 
remediate fish passage barriers in lower Alameda Creek and that NMFS anticipates that 
threatened Central California Coast (CCC) steelhead will return to the upper Alameda Creek 
watershed (including potentially the current project area in Arroyo del Valle) by 2021. 
Construction has been completed on one fish ladder and construction was initiated in 2019 on a 
second fish ladder in lower Alameda Creek (see https://www.acwd.org/456/Current-Fish-
Passage-Related-Projects). The Alameda County Water District will complete construction on 
the second fish ladder in 2021, at which time listed CCC steelhead could be present in the 
current project area. NMFS noted that ESA Section 7 consultation will be required for the 
nearby Lehigh Hanson Arroyo Mocho Diversion Structure project once steelhead access to the 
upper watershed has been restored in 2021. The SEIR for this project should detail the 
anticipated construction dates for the project and the potential for listed steelhead to be present 
in the project area in Arroyo del Valle. 
 
Project Alternatives 
 
The SEIR should evaluate project alternatives with no realignment of Arroyo del Valle and no 
mining south of the existing Arroyo del Valle channel, to avoid significant impacts to Arroyo del 
Valle and its aquatic and riparian habitat. 
 
Project Impacts 
 
The SEIR should evaluate whether the proposed realignment of Arroyo del Valle will actually 
improve or restore more ecologically desirable stream and riparian conditions. The SEIR should 
describe the current ecological conditions in the reach of Arroyo del Valle along Lakes A and B, 
including existing aquatic habitat, native vegetation, riparian resources, native fish and wildlife, 
nesting birds, and the potential presence of any special-status wildlife. The SEIR should 
compare existing conditions in the current Arroyo del Valle with the proposed conditions in a 
realigned, reconstructed channel and compare the relative habitat values for native fish and 
wildlife. The SEIR should also describe what existing native riparian trees are to be removed 
due to realignment. The SEIR should evaluate the likely success of proposed riparian plantings 
in a realigned stream channel, including a discussion of survival of plantings during extended 
drought conditions, a watering program for plantings, proposed monitoring of plantings, and 
mitigation requirements should plantings fail. 
 
The SEIR should discuss the hydrology of Arroyo del Valle and how existing and future 
operation of mining pits and proposed water management and diversion will impact surface 
flows and habitat conditions for native fish and wildlife in Arroyo del Valle, as well as 
downstream in Arroyo de la Laguna and Alameda Creek. Studies of quarry and gravel pit 
impacts have shown alterations of groundwater flow paths, significant decline in aquifer water 
levels due to quarry dewatering and rock removal, changes in hydraulic gradient, and loss of 
surface stream flow. 
 



The SEIR should discuss whether proposed water diversion and conveyance structures could 
significantly alter the hydrology, surface flow, water quality and habitat values of Arroyo del 
Valle in the project area, and further downstream in Arroyo de la Laguna and Alameda Creek. 
The SEIR should discuss how these structures and their operation would be consistent or 
inconsistent with Regional Water Quality Control Board policies regarding impairment of natural 
stream flows. The SEIR should also discuss the water rights (or any lack thereof) regarding 
proposed water diversions and storage. The SEIR should analyze whether the project could 
have potentially significant impacts on hydrology and water quality, violate water quality 
standards and discharge, deplete groundwater supply, substantially alter existing drainage 
patterns, or create or contribute runoff water that would degrade downstream water quality. 
 
The project notice states that consideration for fish passage has been incorporated into the 
designs for both the realigned Arroyo del Valle and the diversion structure into Lake A. 
Construction and operation of the diversion structure has potential to interfere with movement of 
native fish, even with fish passage provisions. The SEIR should discuss how the diversion 
structure will be designed to allow for volitional fish passage, and whether there will be an 
associated fish ladder and fish screens. The SEIR should specify whether minimum water 
bypass flows will be required at the diversion structure, and whether they will be adequate to 
prevent fish stranding and to allow adequate fish passage upstream and downstream. The SEIR 
should evaluate the potential for the diversion structure and its water impoundment to create 
habitat conditions favorable for invasive predators of native fish and wildlife. 
 
The SEIR should discuss cumulative impacts of the project, along with other nearby projects, on 
native fish and wildlife, aquatic habitat, hydrology and water quality in Arroyo del Valle and 
downstream in Arroyo de la Laguna and Alameda Creek. 
 
Proposed Mitigation 
 
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife considers the East Alameda County 
Conservation Strategy (http://www.eastalco-conservation.org/) as a template for all project 
mitigation in the East County, including the project area. Any impacts from the proposed project 
should be mitigated, at a minimum, according to the EACCS mitigation standards. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Jeff Miller, Director 
Alameda Creek Alliance 
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From: Bruce Steubing
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 1:29 PM
To: Christy Seifert
Subject: FW: SMP-23 Reclamation Plan Amendment SEIR2

 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Jensen, Bruce, CDA [mailto:bruce.jensen@acgov.org]  
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 10:30 AM 
To: Bruce Steubing 
Subject: FW: SMP‐23 Reclamation Plan Amendment SEIR 
 
Another very negative comment. 
 
 
 
Bruce Jensen 
Alameda County Planning Department 
224 West Winton Avenue, Room 111 
Hayward, CA 94544 
(510) 670‐5400  
  
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e‐mail message including attachments, if any, is intended only for the person(s) or 
entity(ies) to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and /or privileged material. Any unauthorized review, 
use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.    If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e‐
mail and destroy all copies of the original message. 
 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Eric Helmgren <ehelmgren@me.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, July 9, 2019 9:02 AM 
To: Jensen, Bruce, CDA <bruce.jensen@acgov.org> 
Subject: SMP‐23 Reclamation Plan Amendment SEIR 
 
Hi Bruce, 
My family and I do not want an arroyo “re‐routed”. We do not want deeper digging. Eliot Quarry is just trying to change 
their previous agreement because they want to exploit more land. They made their deal, I can’t blame them for trying to 
change it but that is just driven by greed.  
Our water in Pleasanton from Zone 7 is not good. Gravel is a great water filter and necessary for a healthy aquifer. If 
Eliot has exhausted the deposit then it’s time for them to walk away not figure out another way to take more. We need 
to heal the scar for nature and our future. 
 
Eric Helmgren 
Pleasanton, Ca 
94566 
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Mr. Bruce Jensen, Senior Planner 

Alameda County Community Development Agency Planning Department 

 224 W. Winton Avenue, Suite 111 

 Hayward, CA 94544 

 

July 10, 2019 

 

Regarding SMP‐23 Reclamation Plan Amendment SEIR: 

There are a couple of points I wish to add to the discussion: 

1. Continue Zone 7 monitoring of additional digging since keeping our groundwater clean is of 
paramount importance. 
 

2. Allow RMC Pacific Materials to modify the current agreement to: 
a. Allow additional digging in Lake B to recover as much of the gravel and sand as is 

economically feasible – we need the business in this area and there is too little 
affordable sand and gravel in the Western US usable for buildings and concrete work. 

b. Allow Arroyo Del Valle to be rerouted south during this additional digging – Arroyos 
typically reroute themselves during flood season, this is not going to significantly impact 
any existing native flora and fauna, as long as the Arroyo is relocated close to it’s current 
path at the conclusion of the digging. This may take longer than 20 years or so to 
accomplish because technology changes and the ability to harvest sand and gravel is key 
to keeping  our local economy and therefore California’s business economy growing. 

c. Add an additional rider to the Chain of Lakes agreement: 
i. Restore a cleaned up Arroyo to native plant status during and at the conclusion 

of the project. 
ii. Involve native plant experts and ecologists to the discussion on what the 

cleaned up Arroyo should look like for the intermediary cleanup and final look of 
the project. The area should be made into a showcase for native plants and 
fauna. 

iii. Include local business developers into the cleanup of the Arroyo discussion since 
the Vineyard Ave corridor is ripe for a San Antonio River walk type of 
development. The location next to the Arroyo can be a big boon for developers 
and can assist in paying for the cleanup and construction of the Chain of Lakes 
recreational area. 

I am agriculture and business and ecologically trained. I live in the area and drive through the Arroyo 
area at least once a week or so. The Arroyo is so overgrown with non‐native species such as various 
species of Bamboo, Fruit trees, Almond Trees, Palm trees, and weedy shrubs like Tumbleweeds and 
other noxious plants that the native plants and fauna have been almost completely eliminated. Rather 
than see the native areas completely eliminated or plowed under, I would rather have an ecologically 



responsible relocation of the Arroyo done, with business buy‐in and contribution in return for logical 
development along Vineyard Avenue to pay for the work. 

As to the comments regarding the fact that a promise was made 20 years ago for the recreation area, 
while I agree with many of the folks about the dearth of recreational areas close to all the housing in the 
Tri‐Valley area, I am aware we need to be able to pay for what we want.  The technological changes are 
what has put a blip on the completion of the plan, not the change in desire for the lakes. 

I would include a tie‐in with East Bay Regional Parks district to do something water park like and water 
sports accessible in the Eastern part of the dig – replacing Shadow Cliffs to afford better access from 
Highway 84. This would stop many of the complaints about traffic on Stanley if another park entrance is 
left for local access. 

Of note is the increased spending done on solar panels over the parking lot at Shadow Cliffs to help the 
Park District pay for the district’s parks since fees alone are not sufficient for the parks maintenance.  
We need to do many of these improvements during the off season for the parks to be available from 
Memorial Day through Labor Day without construction. We need to keep as much of these 
improvements as possible for as long as possible. They will not be able to remove all the gravel at once, 
so we have time to plan the Shadow Cliff’s obsolescence as a single lake on the western part of the chain 
of lakes and turn it into the larger Chain of Lakes Recreation area.  

Shadow Cliffs was a stopgap park set up to get community buy‐in for the development to occur. As 
frequently happens, the teen play area wore out first and was eliminated without replacement due to 
lack of funding available. Money needs to be spent to get more work and play opportunities for our 
children. I would hate to completely scrap the park, but would support relocating the lake to the Eastern 
part of the Chain of Lakes area to keep moving forward economically, if better amenities are made 
available on the Eastern end of the property. 

Good luck with the negotiations, 

 

 

Victoria Shore 

2352 Redberry Ct. 

Pleasanton, CA 94566 
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Christy Seifert

From: Bruce Steubing
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2019 8:01 AM
To: Christy Seifert
Subject: Fwd: Personal Comments on: Eliot Quarry SMP-23 Reclamation Plan Amendment 

Project

 

Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Dick Quigley <rlquig1@comcast.net> 
Date: July 16, 2019 at 4:20:21 PM PDT 
To: <bsteubing@benchmarkresources.com> 
Subject: Fwd: Personal Comments on: Eliot Quarry SMP-23 Reclamation Plan 
Amendment Project 

 
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 
From: Dick Quigley <rlquig1@comcast.net> 
Subject: Personal Comments on: Eliot Quarry SMP-23 Reclamation Plan 
Amendment Project 
Date: July 16, 2019 at 4:15:56 PM PDT 
To: CDA Jensen Bruce <bruce.jensen@acgov.org> 
 
Dear Mr Jensen 
 
I have lived within walking distance from the Quarries in the Livermore Valley since 1965 and 
in Alameda County 76 Years! 
 
I have followed the history of brick yards predating quarries in the late 1800’s to Henry Kaiser 
building the Lincoln Highway from the early Livermore pits which have become the Livermore 
rodeo Grounds  and Shadow Cliffs Regional Park. 
 
I have read many times, and asked many questions about the Surface Mining Ordinance, 
1956,1976,1977, and LAVQAR adopted Nov 5,1981. 
 
I have been a board member for Zone 7 since 2004, and active in the Tri Valley Business 
Councile and as a park trail and open space advocate for decades. 
 
I am speaking for myself and not Zone 7 as a SME of Chain Of Lakes amendment project. 
 
I have attended meetings held in 2014 and 2015 and thank Cemex for answering one of my 
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asked questions in writing on the projected volume of water storage capacity of lake B. 
 
 The answer given: Per Rec Plan AppH Hydro, at pp. 30-31 
 Existing: 7,460 AF 
 1987: 3,300 AF  at build out 
 2013: 7,950 AF  at build out 
  (permit amendment) 
 2019:      28,660 AF at Build out 
  (proposed Project) 
 
My current understanding of the Build Out time line is 2058 to 2060 which I take strong 
exception to and ask the County find unjust and unreasonable and not sin the public interest. The 
public has a need for water, open space, trails and I fear private contractors may want to rape and 
pillage our resource in perpetuity. 
 
 Why:  LAVQAR adopted Nov 5,1981states  under point 4 Specific Plan Water Areas 
states “the key concept in the master reclamation plan is the shaping of pit areas, which would 
eventually contain water, into a “chain of lakes” during the course of mining over the 50-60 year 
period that sand and gravel reserves are expected to last in the Quarry area. 
The section goes on to say; “Diversion from the Arroyo Mocho into the lower portion of the 
chain of lakes would be made available earlier (about 2000-2010) to Zone 7 by Kaiser Sand and 
Gravel and Roses & Jamieson.” The quarry operators have changed since 1981 and  it seems to 
me the new operators want to dig deeper and longer. At the recent meeting a question  was raised 
on the possibility of the county putting together a time line of events and contractor changes. I 
believe ownership and management would be helpful. The population demographs along the 
time line would also be insightful as we import expensive water and during significant rain 
events due to lack of capture and retention facilities send significant local water to the SF Bay. 
 
We have had a number of droughts recently and have a strong chance of having more with 
increased frequency due to the effects of global warming and climate change. I believe the 
framers of the  LAVQAR adopted Nov 5,1981 had visions of utilizing the chain of lakes as a 
capture, detention, storage and flood control water management tool set, including recycled 
water. 
 
I asked two questions at the meeting that remain unanswered: 
 1) by year how many tons have been removed by the operators?   
 2) would the County consider combining and consolidating the current master mining 
agreement? 
 
Recycling of concrete and road base is a recent and visually large part of the CEMEX side 
activity not listed. How is it measured and managed by the county and is there any hazardous 
material considerations? I believe the activity has been going on for a decade or more. 
I also suggested a facility show and tell tour for community leaders interested. Is this possible? 
 
As I read and interpret the Master mining specific plans, they are reviewed and approved or 
denied by the County every five years, is the correct?   
 
In conclusion, I thank you for considering my questions and comments. Again they are mine 
personally. Because of the community importance of this Reclamation Plan Amendment Project 
I respectfully request you extend the comment period by 30 t0 90 day’s. 
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Thank You 
Please confirm receipt 
Dick Quigley 
4613 Cope Ct 
Pleasanton 94566 
925 989 9218 
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Christy Seifert

Subject: FW: Cemex Reclamation Plan for Lake A

 

From: BERNARD CABANNE [mailto:bcabanne@comcast.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2019 9:25 PM 
To: Bruce Steubing; bcabanne@comcast.net 
Subject: Fwd: Cemex Reclamation Plan for Lake A 
 

 

 

Dear Mr. Steubing; 

Please make sure the following letter is included before July 18th deadline for 
comments..  

Mr. Bruce Jensen, Senior Planner 

Alameda County Community Development Agency 

Planning Department 

224 W. Winton Ave., Suite 111 

Hayward, CA 94544 

July 16,2019 

 

Re.: Proposed Reclamation Plan Amendment for the Eliot Quarry Surface Mining 
Permit-23 (SMP-23) 

 

Dear Mr. Jensen 

The Sierra Club supports the request of Friends of Open Space and Vineyards 
(FOV) that an approximately 200-yard trail connection be part of the Cemex 
Reclamation Plan for Lake A. The reasons for the trail connection are provided in 
detail in FOV’s letter to the County dated July 8, 2019. We agree with those 
reasons, which we won’t repeat here but have sent  a copy of FOV’s letter. 
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FOV states that Cemex indicated a willingness to grade a path of approximately 
200 yards to connect the Lake A Trail with the South Livermore Trail as part of 
the Reclamation Plan. All that Cemex required was a request from Zone 7, City of 
Livermore, Alameda County or LARPD. 

If none of the others has made that request, we ask that the County do so in a 
timely manner. 

 

The Sierra Club has not reviewed the EIR for the Proposed Reclamation Plan 
Amendment for the Eliot Quarry Surface Mining Permit-23 (SMP-23) and 
therefore takes no position on the adequacy of that environmental document. 

 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Donna Cabanne, 

Sierra Club Tri-Valley Group Executive Committee 
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