2. Page 4.3-1: “Imported recycled materials (i.e., concrete and asphalt) are also processed
onsite.
3. Page 4.17-8: “… could, however, be said to support WST-2 Expand/Start Construction
and Demolition Waste Program in that the quarry receives and processes approximately
65,000 tons of construction waste (i.e. concrete) each year.”
Other pages refer to recycled materials without specifying the type or quantity of the
material. For example, on Page 3-5 in Table 3-1 under Notes 1 and 3, reference is made to
“recycled materials from offsite”.
Below, the screen shot of Table 4.3-8 from Page 4.3-22 is another example of a reference
to unspecified, recycled material but this time including quantity (tonnage/yr). At the
baseline production level of 810,363 tons/year, the total tonnage of AB Plant (recycle)
materials shown is 218,874 tons/year. As stated in the EIR, of this total, 65,000 tons/yr
of RC/RCA and 60,000 tons/yr of RAP are recycled. That leaves a balance of 93,874
tons/yr of unidentified recycled material. What other types and tonnages of recycled
material, besides RC/RCA and RAP, are being recycled at the AB Plant, annually?

B. Draft EIR Vol. II (Appendices): Of the pages found referring to recycled material,
none mentions RCA, specifically. There is only 1 reference to recycled concrete:
1. Page 15 (Sespe AQHRIA): “Lastly, the Project includes receipt of recyclable concrete
and asphalt.”
Other pages refer to recycled materials without specifying the type or quantity of
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material. For example, on Page 1 (Sespe AQHRIA), it is stated: “This production amount
includes direct sales of aggregate and recyclables, resale of imported sand, as well as the
amount that would be sold in mixtures of asphaltic concrete.”
Below, the screen shot of Table 12 from Page 22 (Sespe AQHRIA) is another example of
a reference to unspecified, recycled material but this time including quantity (tonnage/yr).
As shown, 218,874 tons/year of recyclables are hauled to the AB Plant. Of this tonnage,
how many tons are RC/RCA? What other types and tonnages of recycled materials,
besides RC/RCA, are being recycled at the AB Plant, annually?

Overview: RC/RCA is not the same as virgin Natural Aggregate (NA) mined at Syar
Napa Quarry. RC/RCA have different characteristics than NA. The contents and the
fugitive dust created during processing of RC/RCA are more toxic than NA. Why was no
information pertaining to the concrete recycling process provided in the Syar Draft EIR
Vols. I and II? Why was no information, empirical data, or analysis provided to the
decision makers or the public pertaining to the potential adverse environmental impacts
from handling and processing RC/RCA? Why was fundamental information required to
fulfill the intent and purpose of an EIR and legally required by CEQA omitted? Who
made the decision to omit the information, empirical data, and analysis pertaining to
RC/RCA?
Below is a partial list of various amendments, chemicals, elements, and substances that
are contained in RC/RCA:
- Sand. Silicon dioxide.
- Respirable elongated mineral particulate.
- Pigments containing heavy metal elements, including: cadmium, mercury, lead, arsenic,
chromium.
- Cement paste: calcium-aluminum-silicate compounds, calcium hydroxide – highly
alkaline, sulphates, chromium.
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- Chlorides.
- Bitumen (10-30%) from highway shoulders and composite pavement.
- Limestone.
- Brick. Clays of various mineral compositions.
- Gypsum. Plaster and drywall.
- Fly ash. Pulverized fuel ash. Mineral impurities from coal combustion.
- Slag. Ground-granulated residue from blast furnaces. A mixture of metal oxides and
silicon dioxide ground into particles finer than Portland cement.
- Silica fume. Ultra-fine byproduct of silicon and ferrosilicon alloy production.
- Iron, steel, copper, lead, aluminum.
- Glass
- Synthetic microfibers: acrylic, nylon, polypropylene, polyethylene, polyester.
- Mineral fillers.
- Lithium soaked fibers. Lithium nitrate.
- Unidentified chemicals and substances applied and accidentally spilled on concrete
along roadways, around homes and businesses: Cleaners of all kinds, pesticides, vehicle
waste products, spills containing chemicals and products of all kinds.
All of the above components of RC/RCA are abraded, crushed, and processed at SNQ,
primarily at the AB Plant, as noted above in Table 4.3-8. This processed RC/RCA
product is then sold separately or combined with other materials to make other products
for sale. The AB Plant routinely releases significant quantities of toxic, uncontrolled
(fugitive) dust pollution into the air during unloading of trucks (dumps), processing
(crushing and separating), and loading of trucks (hauling). (See photographs below)
The following topics, comments, and questions pertain to SNQ’s processing of NA,
RC/RCA, RAP, and other as of yet unidentified recycled material :
1. For quality control and health risk assessment the dust from processing RC/RCA
requires chemical analysis testing at intervals of 1,000 tons processed.
2. A record shall be kept identifying where each load of RC came from and the tonnage
with photographic documentation of any visible contaminant(s) and/or a written
description of known but invisible contaminants present subject to removal as waste.
3. Provide a description of SNQ’s RC/RCA process with the location on the SNQ
property of processing and the equipment used. Include a video taken of each location
showing the equipment during typical operation.
4. Identify and describe the kind of equipment and process(es) used to control fugitive
dust. Include a video of the actual dust control equipment working during typical
processing of RC/RCA: (1) crushing in primary and secondary crushers, (2) removing
reinforcing steel and embedded items, (3) grading and washing, and (4) stockpiling.
5. What is the percentage of waste material removed/per ton of processed RC/RCA?
What happens to the waste? Is the waste from RC/RCA processing stored on the Quarry
land? Is the waste shipped to a landfill? How much waste is produced annually? Has the
toxicity of the RC/RCA waste been tested: quantified, qualified, and analyzed?
6. RC/RCA dust, waste, and saleable product are more toxic because they contain various
amendments, chemicals, elements and substances not found in NA. The sand, slag, silica
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fume content of RC/RCA increases the content of Respirable Crystalline Silica (RCS) in
the fugitive dust created during processing. Evidently, the dust released from the
RC/RCA processed at SNQ has not been tested. Consequently, the percentage of (RCS)
in the dust is unknown. To be conservative, since the EIR leaves one to guess, let’s
assume the RCS content of RC/RCA dust produced at SNQ is 12%.
7. When RC/RCA and NA are combined to produce a product, the dust from the two
combined is more toxic than the dust from NA alone. For example, in the Draft EIR the
RCS content in NA dust is assumed to be 4%. And, let’s assume the percentage of RCS
in RC/RCA dust is 12%. So, if 1,000 lbs. of NA material at 4% is combined with 1,000
lbs. of RC/RCA material at 12%, the result is 2,000 lbs. (one ton) of material with an
average of 8% RCS. (4% + 12% = 16% divided by 2 = 8%)
8. Obviously, when NA and RC/RCA are processed together at SNQ, the percentage of
RCS dust is twice the 4% value assumed in the Draft EIR. Therefore, the health risk from
RCS dust is understated in the EIR’s Health Risk Assessment. And, therefore, to make
the EIR a valid and useful document of record as intended by CEQA, the HRA values
shall need to be recalculated, reanalyzed, and made available to the governmental
decision makers and the public for review and comment, anew, before any decisions
are made pertaining to certifications, approvals, and/or permits for the Project.
9. On a weekly basis, runoff from stormwater affecting the RC/RCA stockpiles shall be
monitored for pH imbalance and sediment toxicity exceedances throughout the rainy
season. The criteria for drinking water and fish habitat water are as follows: “pH shall be
within the range of 6.5 to 8.5, with a human-caused variation within the range of less than
0.2 units or 0.5 units.” “If pH levels exceed 8.5 the stormwater must be prevented from
discharging to surface water and storm water must be treated.” (Source: Kings County)
(See e-mail attachment) SNQ shall be required to put this monitoring and control
procedure in place, since doing so is both rational and feasible.
10. Does SNQ use RC/RCA to make sand? Is RC/RCA combined with NA to make
sand? As stated in the EIR, the wastewater from sand washing is pumped (recycled) into
the Quarry ponds to allow the sediment to settle, so the water can then be reused in
subsequent sand washing and processing. Using the same water over-and-over-again
from washing RC/RCA will potentially cause a significant pH imbalance and increase
the toxicity of the sediment in the ponds.
11. Have the pH balance and toxicity of the sand washing water been tested? Has the pH
balance and toxicity of the sand washing water and sediment been tested? If these have
been tested, please send me the results of the tests? If they have not been tested, please
explain why not.
12. Since the Quarry ponds are man-made as the result of blasting and mining operations,
an increased number of fractures in addition to natural fractures will likely be present in
the rock/ground containing the ponds. In any event, as noted in the EIR and Tim Parker’s
(Hydrologist) Technical Memorandum, the water in the ponds is from groundwater and
returns to the groundwater through fractures. Therefore, any pH imbalance and/or
toxicity from the recycled sand washing water will have a significant, potentially adverse
environmental effect on ground water, the Arroyo Creek watershed, and the MST aquifer
and the hydrology of other areas of the Quarry property and beyond. The primary
purpose of an EIR, the document of record prepared and presented by the County, the
lead agency with responsibility and authority, is to inform governmental decision makers
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and the public about potential, significant environmental effects of proposed project
activities.
Apparently, inexplicably, the County omitted the entire category of information and
empirical data pertaining to SNQ’s processing of RC/RCA, alone and/or in combination
with other materials, from the Syar Draft EIR Vols. I and II.
Nevertheless, we are making the following CPRA Requests to discover if the County or
the County’s consultants do in fact possess records pertaining to SNQ’s processing of
RC/RCA that were not included in the Syar EIR. Also, we are hoping to receive answers
to questions and requests and any explanation(s) the County can and/or will offer to help
us understand why the entire category of information and empirical data pertaining to
SNQ’s processing of RC/RCA was omitted.
CPRA Request #1: For the Syar Project study years, 2004-2008, and/or any years since
having records available, please produce any and all records (in written and/or electronic
format) used by Napa County and/or the County’s consultants to identify and/or calculate
and/or analyze the quantity in tons of RC/RCA Syar Napa Quarry processed, annually,
as cited in the Draft EIR Vols. I and II, or elsewhere.
CPRA Request #2: For the Syar Project study years, 2004-2008, and/or any years since
having records available, please produce any and all records (in written and/or electronic
format) used by Napa County and/or the County’s consultants to identify and/or calculate
and/or analyze the quantity in tons of RC Syar Napa Quarry combined and processed
with RA and/or RAP, annually, as cited in the Draft EIR Vols. I and II, or elsewhere.
CPRA Request #3: For the Syar Project study years, 2004-2008, and/or any years since
having records available, please provide any and all records (in written and/or electronic
format) used by Napa County and/or the County’s consultants to identify and/or calculate
and/or analyze the quantity, quality and/or toxicity of the dust produced from processing
RC/RCA only and in combination with each of the following materials: RA, RAP, any
other materials (please identify and itemize by type and tons/yr).
CPRA Request #4: Please produce any and all records (in written and/or electronic
format) used by Napa County and/or the County’s consultants to identify and/or calculate
the pH of the water and the toxicity of the sediment for each of the Quarry’s various
ponds.

The following photographs represent toxic, uncontrolled dust pollution being released
into the air from SNQ’s AB Plant during typical processing operations. We have
personally witnessed this dust pollution hundreds of times (> 600 times) over the past 10
years. The AB Plant is just one of several processing areas on the Quarry property
producing uncontrolled, toxic dust pollution.
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October 26, 2009: This distant view was taken from the River Trail behind Napa Valley
College. In the center of the photo, Syar Napa Quarry’s AB Plant is shown in operation
releasing uncontrolled, toxic dust into the air. This photograph was taken the year Syar
filed its Notice of Preparation (NOP) with the County to initiate the EIR process for its
proposed mining expansion and permit extension.
Despite assurances to the contrary at Planning Commission hearings, in the press, and on
their social media sites, to this day, Syar Industries Quarry continues its uncontrolled,
toxic dust pollution unabated with impunity.
Fortunately, technology exists to control and prevent this dust pollution. Unfortunately,
with few exceptions, Syar continues to use outdated equipment and practices and with a
history of forced compliance, will not stop polluting unless ordered by a judge to stop.
To date, 10-11-15, the County has been unresponsive to insightful public comment,
research, and concern and continues to enable Syar to use outdated equipment and
practices that cause toxic air pollution. With respect to the EIR process, the County’s
objectivity and decision-making have been compromised by its long relationship with
Syar Napa Quarry, a relationship that has become dangerously dysfunctional, driven by
confirmation bias and path dependency, posing a real and present threat to public health
and well-being.
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September 16, 2015: This is a closer view of Syar Napa Quarry’s AB Plant releasing
uncontrolled, toxic dust into the air. As stated in the Syar EIR, the AB Plant is where
aggregate and recycled concrete (RC) and recycled concrete aggregate (RCA) are
processed.
Management practices exist, and have for years, to control and prevent this dust
pollution. There is no rational reason for the County to allow this abuse to continue.
The County has the authority to stop this pollution but chooses not to exercise its
authority. An intelligent and good corporate neighbor would take all steps necessary to
prevent this toxic air pollution. Apparently, quite obviously, Syar Industries, Inc. simply
does not care. Take a look. The photos speak for themselves.
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April 2015: This is yet a closer view of the uncontrolled, toxic dust pollution from Syar
Napa Quarry’s AB processing plant. Whenever Syar’s AB Plant is operating, this dust is
being released, continuously, degrading the air quality in the entire Napa region. As
usual, the prevailing wind is blowing the dust over Napa’s settled population from Imola
Avenue and over Alta Heights to Silverado Country Club, primarily.
Remember, when visible dust is present, so is Respirable Crystalline Silica (RCS), a Type
I mutagenic carcinogen known to cause lung cancer, heart and kidney disease and other
serious diseases too numerous to list here.
Undetectable without the use of scientific instruments, RCS particulate is measured in
millionths of a meter, the size of bacteria, is invisible to the human eye, has neither odor
nor taste, stays suspended in the air for weeks, and can travel over 20 miles. With
exposure, when inhaled, damage to the lungs and bodily organs are accumulative,
irreversible, and untreatable. Damage can take 10-30 years before it can be clinically
detected, all the while reducing quality of life and life expectancy. Recent studies have
identified epigenetic changes in genes from particulate exposure that adversely affect
children’s health and their children’s. The cancer rate for invasive cancers in Napa Valley
is 20% higher than the State’s average. Syar Napa Quarry releases large quantities of
toxic dust, diesel engine and asphalt plant emissions in close proximity to a large human
population. Is there a correlation between the increased cancer rate and Syar’s pollution?
The County and Syar Industries Inc. refuse to monitor or test SNQ’s toxic emissions.
This behavior is unethical. County officials and Syar Napa Quarry corporate owners must
acknowledge the problem and act responsibly to stop this potential and foreseeable social
and environmental health abuse.
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October 7, 2015: See the date? Nothing’s changed. This is our closest view of Syar
Napa Quarry’s AB Plant releasing uncontrolled, toxic dust pollution. The toxic dust is
being blown north by the prevailing wind over Skyline Wilderness Park, the large settled
residential population north of Imola Ave., businesses along Imola Ave., Napa State
Hospital, and the Napa County Office of Education with its schools and pre-school.
This is a graphic example of Syar Napa Quarry’s unrelenting social and environmental
abuse, contaminating and degrading the common, public air space and exposing the
human population to toxic, Respirable Crystalline Silica (RSC), a mutagenic carcinogen
known to cause lung cancer and numerous other adverse health effects including heart
and kidney disease. Children and the elderly are most at risk. This social and
environmental abuse has been going on for over 30 years. History has proved Syar
Industries, Inc. won’t stop this abuse until forced to stop by court order.
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April 4, 2015: In operation on a Saturday in the “off-season”, this view of Syar Napa
Quarry’s AB Plant’s uncontrolled, toxic dust pollution is an example of Syar’s flagrant
social and environmental abuse. Don’t go hiking in Skyline Wilderness Park on this day.
Please produce the records/documents requested above, immediately. If you have any
questions regarding this letter, please contact us without delay.
E-mail: stopsyarexpansion@gmail.com
Cell: 707-227-8967
Please inform us when the records requested are ready for inspection and we will make
arrangements to view them and/or make copies. Thank you.
Note: Please enter the contents of this letter with photographs and e-mail attachments
into the public administrative record for the Syar EIR. Thank you.
Sincerely,

Stop Syar Expansion
952 School Street, #297
Napa, CA 94559
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