MONTEREY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

Meeting: May 8, 2013 Time: 9:00 AM. | Agenda Item No.: 2

Project Description: Combined Development Permit (formerly PLNO080052) for the San
Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project consisting of: 1) Use Permit for the removal of the San
Clemente Dam and related improvements; 2) Use Permit for the removal of the Old Carmel River
Dam and related improvements; 3) Use Permit for development on 25% slopes; and 4) Use Permit
for the removal of protected trees. The project includes construction of a new access road off
Carmel Valley Road (the Tularcitos-High Road, or THR).

Project Location: San Clemente Dam Region, at
the confluence of the Carmel River (River Mile APNs: 417-051-004-000; 417-051-005-

18.5) and San Clemente Creek, approximately 15 417 )
miles southeast of the City of Carmel-by-the-Sea 000; 417-051-001-000; 417-251-002-000-M

and 3.7 miles southeast of Carmel Valley Village.

Owner: California American Water

Planning File Number: PLN110373 Agent: URS Corporation

Planning Area: Greater Monferey Peninsula Area

Plan and Cachagua Area Plan Flagged and staked: No

Zoning Designation: PG/160 [Permanent Grazing, with a minimum building site of 160 acres]
and RC/1000 [Resource Conservation with a maximum gross density of one unit/1,000 acres]

CEQA Action: Final EIR/EIS, two Final Supplemental EIRs, and an EIR Addendum

Department: RMA - Planning

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission adopt a resolution (Exhibit C) to:

1) Consider an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project (California Department
of Water Resources, January 2008), a Supplement to the Final EIR/EIS for the San
Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project (Final SEIR No. 1, California Department of
Water Resources, July 2012), a Supplement No. 2 to the San Clemente Dam Seismic
Safety Project Final EIR/EIS (Removal of Old Carmel River Dam) (Final SEIR No.
2, California Coastal Conservancy, August 2012), and an Addendum to the Final
EIR/EIS (California Department of Water Resources, April 2013);

2) Adopt the findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations set forth in the draft
resolution (Exhibit C);

3) Approve Combined Development Permit for the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety
Project, based on the findings and evidence and subject to the conditions of approval
(Exhibit C); and

4) Adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan.

PROJECT OVERVIEW:

The San Clemente Dam is a 106-foot high concrete arch dam located approximately 18.5 miles
from the Pacific Ocean on Carmel River, approximately 15 miles southeast of the City of
Carmel-by-the-Sea and 3.7 miles southeast of Carmel Valley Village. The confluence of the
Carmel River and San Clemente Creek is located just upstream of the dam. When the dam was
constructed in 1921, it had a reservoir storage capacity of approximately 1,425 acre-feet. Today
the reservoir has been filled by more than 2.5 million cubic yards of sediment, leaving a reservoir
storage capacity of approximately 70 acre-feet. California American Water (CAW) owns and
operates the dam. The dam no longer serves a useful purpose now that water is no longer
diverted from upstream of the dam.
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The California Department of Water Resources (CDWR) issued a safety order for the dam
structure early in the 1990s, determining that San Clemente Dam could potentially fail in the
event of either a major earthquake or flood. In 2006, CDWR the released a Draft Environmental
Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Clemente Dam Seismic
Safety Project that evaluated five alternatives for addressing dam safety issues, including CAW’s
then- preferred approach of Dam Strengthening, as well as an alternative that would remove the
San Clemente Dam and reroute the Carmel River (Alternative 3).

Strengthening the dam would resolve the public safety issues, but would not address other issues
related to the dam such as impaired access for steelhead to 25 miles of upstream spawning and
rearing habitat, disruption of sediment transport to the lower river and Carmel River beach, and
ecological discontinuity of aquatic and riparian habitats. Removing the dam would resolve these
issues and provide significant benefits to both steelhead and California red-legged frog. For these
reasons, the California State Coastal Conservancy (as a lead for the State of California), National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s National Marine Fisheries Service, and the Planning
and Conservation League Foundation worked with CAW to develop a feasible approach to
cooperatively implement Alternative 3. In January 2008, CDWR certified the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, and in February 2008, CDWR indicated that the dam safety issue could be addressed
through implementation of Alternative 3. The County of Monterey is a responsible agency for
the project under CEQA.

After selection of Alternative 3, CAW identified several necessary changes to Alternative 3.
CDWR, as a lead agency, evaluated the proposed changes, and determined that a supplement to
the Final EIR (SEIR) needed to be prepared. The Draft SEIR No. 1, prepared by CDWR,
describes the revised project features and analyzes potential impacts associated with changes to
the project and to proposed mitigation. The Draft SEIR No. 1 was released on April 24, 2012 for
a 45-day public review period. The Final SEIR No. 1 was certified in July 2012.

The Old Carmel River Dam is located approximately 1,800 feet downstream of the San
Clemente Dam on a bend of the Carmel River. Each of the project alternatives evaluated in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS included constructing a notch in the Old Carmel River Dam, with the
exception of the no-project alternative. To improve fish passage and restore the Carmel River to
a more natural state, CAW now proposes to completely remove the Old Carmel River Dam,
rather than notch this dam as described and analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS. DWR did not
address removal of the Old Carmel River Dam in the April 2012 SEIR. Therefore, a Second
Draft SEIR (SEIR No. 2) was prepared by the California Coastal Conservancy to specifically
address impacts related to removal of Old Carme] River Dam. The Draft SEIR No. 2 was
released on June 14, 2012 for a 45-day review period. The Final SEIR No. 2 was certified in
August 2012. - . : L

On September 12, 2012, the Monterey County Planning Commission held a duly noticed public
hearing to consider the San Clemente Dam Removal and Carmel River Reroute project. After
receiving public testimony about the project, the Planning Commission directed the applicant
team to better inform the Cachagua community about the effects of the primary access route
being proposed and directed staff to return on October 31, 2012 with additional information. A
summary of Planning Commission direction and the additional information requested is provided
in Section 2.0 of Exhibit B. Subsequently, the applicant team conducted two public workshops
in the Cachagua community on September 25, 2012. Based on input and questions received at
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these public meetings (refer to Section 3.0 of Exhibit B), the applicant team decided to
reconsider alternative access routes for the proposed project.

‘On October 31, 2012, at the County Planning Commission’s continued public hearing on the
project, staff presented a new access route concept being considered by the applicant. Because
additional analysis of the new access route concept was required, staff recommended
continuation of the public hearing until environmental review was complete and a new project
application had been received. After receiving public testimony about the project, the Planning
Commission continued the hearing until March 13, 2013 to allow for further evaluation of access
alternatives.

After the October 31, 2012 hearing, the applicants conducted additional community outreach
meetings, performed additional technical analyses, and began negotiations with a selected
Design-Builder. Based on information gained through these efforts, the applicants formalized a
new proposed access route, which would extend from Carmel Valley Road directly to the project
site, through California-American Water Company Property. The previously proposed access
route (Tassajara Road to Cachagua Road to the Jeep Trail to the Reservoir Access Road) would
not be used. The new access route, referred to as the Tularcitos-High Road (THR) route is
described in Section 1.3 of Exhibit B.

A joint Site Visit/Special Meeting with the Planning Commission, Carmel Valley LUAC,
Cachagua LUAC and the Carmel Valley Road Committee was held on March 6,2013. On
March 13, 2013 at the County Planning Commission’s continued public hearing on the project,
staff provided an update on the status of the project. Staff reported that technical reports
comparing the level of impacts of the current proposal to those that were evaluated in the 2008
Final EIR/EIS were being prepared. It was determined that once the technical reports are
submitted and reviewed, CDWR would make a decision as to whether a Supplemental EIR or an
Addendum should be prepared pursuant to CEQA Sections 15163 and 15164, respectively.
Pending technical analysis and CEQA documentation, the Planning Commission continued the
public hearing to a date uncertain.

Based on the technical analysis, CDWR determined that an Addendum to the Final EIR/EIS was
the appropriate level of CEQA review. CDWR adopted the Addendum on April 5, 2013.
Monterey County staff has reviewed the Addendum (refer to Exhibit N) and concurs with this
assessment. Now that the lead agency’s environmental review is complete, staff scheduled and
duly noticed the May 8, 2013 Planning Commission public hearing.

LUAC Review. On September 6, 2011, the project was initially reviewed by the Carmel Valley
Land Use Advisory Committee (LUAC). The LUAC members asked questions regarding project
design details and requested a site visit before making a recommendation on the project. A joint
site visit with the Planning Commission was held on May 23, 2012. The project was reviewed
again by the LUAC on June 18 and July 2, 2012. Issues discussed at the LUAC meetings
included potential downstream flooding, sedimentation transport, use of San Clemente Drive for
construction access, the timing of the Cachagua Road closures, the location of park and ride lots
for construction workers and California American Water’s local-hire practices. The Carmel
Valley LUAC recommended support of the project as proposed on July 2, 2012 (see Exhibit E,
Minutes of July 2, 2012 meeting). On March 18, 2013, the Carmel Valley LUAC supported the
THR route provided that deference is given to the suggestions from the Sleepy Hollow
Homeowner’s Association.
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The newly-formed Cachagua LUAC reviewed the project on March 27, 2013 and April 24, 2013.
The Cachagua LUAC recommended approval of the project on April 24, 2013 subject to the
following conditions (see Exhibit G, minutes of April 24, 2013 meeting):

1) The suggestions in the April 19, 2013 letter from Sleepy Hollow Homeowner’s
Association (see Exhibit Q, Public Comments) should be followed should be included in
the project conditions of approval, as deemed appropriate by County staff.

2) Once the land is transferred to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), public access is
strongly encouraged.

3) The Planning Commission should take into consideration repairing Carmel] Valley Road
from the Village to the new access route to County standards following completion of the
project.

Carmel Valley Road Committee Review. On April 11, 2013, the Carmel Valley Road
Committee recommended approval of the project with the following concerns and conditions:

1) Employees should be required to phase their arrival and departure in accordance with the
Sleepy Hollow provisions of 7 am to 7 pm to avoid school traffic.

2) To limit possible interactions between heavy trucks, school buses and children en route to
school, heavy trucks should be limited in hours so that they cannot cross the intersection
of Carmel Valley Road and Ford Road between 9 am and 2:30 pm when Carmel] Unified
School District is in session.

3) That dust control measures be in place to minimize dust on the new unpaved areas of
Tularcitos High Road.

See Project Discussion in Exhibit B for an in-depth discussion of the proposed project.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT: The following agencies and departments reviewed this
project:
v RMA - Public Works Department
N Environmental Health Bureau
N Water Resources Agency
Cachagua Fire Protection District
v RMA - Building Department
California Department of Fish and Game
National Marine Fisheries Service
United States Fish and Wildlife Service

Agencies that submitted comments are noted with a check mark (“N”). Conditions recommended
by the RMA — Public Works Department, the Environmental Health Bureau, the Water
Resources Agency, the RMA — Planning Department and the RMA-Building Department have
been incorporated into the Condition Compliance/Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan
attached to the draft resolution (Exhibit C).

Note: The decision on this project is appealable to the Board of Supervisors.

CALIFORNIA AMERICAN WATER (PLN110373) Page 4



ot S b beA—

Bob Schubert, AICP, Senior Planner
(831) 755-5183, schubertbj@co.monterey.ca.us

April 30,2013

cc: Front Counter Copy; Planning Commission; Cachagua Fire Protection District; Public
Works Department; Parks Department; Environmental Health Bureau; Water Resources
Agency; Wanda Hickman, Planning Services Manager; Bob Schubert, Project Planner;
Jeff Syztel, Owner’s Representative; John Chamberlain, Agent; Seth Gentzler, URS
Corporation; Trish Chapman, California Coastal Conservancy; Laura Engeman,
California Coastal Conservancy; Joyce Ambrosius, National Oceanic & Atmospheric
Administration; Megan Jones, Rincon Consultants; Henry Gowan; Kathleen Lee;
Denise Duffy; Roberta Chappell; Brock Guruniazi; Charles Page; Robert Reid;
Kathleen Lee; Louis Ramirez; Steve Woolpert; Doug Gardner; Greg Martin, Matt
Belleli, Steven Stanley, Melinda Friday, Louise Bishop, Joseph Demarig, Jack Galante,
Tony Scardina, Amy Shanahan, The Open Monterey Project; LandWatch; Planning File
PLN110373

Attachments:
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Exhibit A
Exhibit B
Exhibit C

Exhibit D
Exhibit E
Exhibit F
Exhibit G
Exhibit H
Exhibit I

Exhibit J
Exhibit K

Exhibit L
Exhibit M
Exhibit N
Exhibit O
Exhibit P

Exhibit Q

Project Data Sheet

Project Discussion

Draft Resolution, including:

* Conditions of Approval

* Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Vicinity Map

Carmel Valley Land Use Advisory Comm1ttee Minutes of July 2,
2012 Meeting (Distributed previously in July 2012)

Carmel Valley Land Use Advisory Committee Minutes of March
18, 2013 Meeting

Cachagua Land Use Advisory Committee Minutes of April 24,
2013 Meeting

Original Project Application (Distributed in packet for July 25,
2012 Workshop to Planning Commissioners only, on CD)
Original Supplemental Application Materials (Distributed in
packet for September 12, 2012 Hearing).

Revised Project Application (March 2013)

2008 Final EIR/EIS (CDWR, distributed on August 29, 2012 to
Planning Commissioners only, on CD)

July 2012 Final SEIR No. 1 (CDWR, distributed on August 29,
2012 to Planning Commissioners only, on CD)

August 2012 Final SEIR No. 2 (California Coastal Conservancy,
distributed on August 29, 2012 to Planning Commissioners only,
on CD)

April 2013 Addendum (CDWR)

Letter from Douglas J. Gardner (July 26, 2012)

Applicant’s Response to Douglas J. Gardner Requests (August 17,
2012)

Public Comments
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Exhibit R

Exhibit S

Exhibit T
Exhibit U

Exhibit V

Planning Commission Direction Regarding Additional Information
on September 12, 2012 (Distributed in packet for October 31, 2012
hearing)

List of Questions Raised at Public Meetings of September 25, 201
(Distributed in packet for October 31, 2012 hearing)

Proposed Landscaped Berm

Sleepy Hollow HOA Memorandum of Understanding: Summary
of Agreement Terms

Parking Plan
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EXHIBIT A

Project Information for PLN110373

Project Information:

"Project Name:
Location:
Permit Type:

Environmental Status:

Existing Structures (sf):
Proposed Structures (sf):
Total Sq. Ft.:

Tree Removal:

Water Source:

Water Purveyor:

Sewage Disposal (method):

Sewer District:

CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER CO (SAN CLEMENTE DAM REMOVAL)

SAN CLEMENTE DAM REGION

Combined Development Permit

EIR

0
0
0
1,266
CARMEL RIVER AND SAN CLEMENTE CREE
N/A
SEPTIC
N/A

Final Action Deadline (884):

Coverage Allowed:

Coverage Proposed:
Height Allowed:
Height Proposed:
FAR Allowed:

FAR Proposed:

Lot Size:
Grading (cubic yds.):

9/12/2013
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A

925
1200000

Parcel Information:

Primary APN:
Applicable Plan:
Advisory Committee:
Zoning:

Land Use Designation:
Coastal Zone:

Fire District:

417-051-005-000

Grtr. Mont. Peninsula AP & Cachagua Area Plan
Cachagua Advisory Committee
PG/160,RC/1000,RC/B-5/2054 AC MIN

Rivers and Water Bodies,Public/Quasi-Public

Cachagua FPD,Monterey County Regional FF

Seismic Hazard Zone:
Erosion Hazard Zone:

Fire Hazard Zone:

Flood Hazard Zone:
Archaeological Sensitivity:
Viewshed:

Special Setbacks on Parcel:

VI,UNDETERMINED, IV
Low,High,Moderate
High,Very High

AX (shaded),AE

high

Reports on Project Parcel:

Soils Report #:

Biological Report #:
Geologic Report #:

Forest Management Rpt. #:
Archaeological Report #:
Traffic Report #:

Date Printed:  4/24/2013

LIB120294
LIB120293
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EXHIBIT B
PROJECT DISCUSSION

1.0 Project Description

California American Water (CAW) has applied for a Combined Development Permit consisting
of: 1) Use Permit for the removal of the San Clemente Dam and related improvements; 2) Use
Permit for the removal of the Old Carmel River dam and related improvements; 3) Use Permit
for development on 25% slopes; and 4) Use Permit for the removal of protected trees (see
Exhibit H, Original Project Application, and Exhibit J, Revised Project Application). The
project area is approximately 80 acres.

The project involves rerouting the Carmel River into San Clemente Creek at a location
approximately 3,000 feet upstream of the dam, bypassing the majority of accumulated sediment
in the Carmel River. The bypass will be excavated through the drainage divide between the
Carmel River and San Clemente Creek. Upstream of the reroute channel, the Upper Carmel
River will be excavated and restored to transition to exiting channel grades upstream. The new
combined flow reach between the Reroute Channel and the present dam location will be restored
with focus on steelhead passage. Upstream of the combined flow reach, the Upper San Clemente
Creek will also be excavated and restored to transition to existing channel grades upstream. The
accumulated sediment in the San Clemente Creek will be excavated and relocated to the
abandoned Carmel River arm, and the sediment in the abandoned Carmel River arm will be
stabilized in place to form a sediment stockpile. A diversion dike will be constructed to divert the
Carmel River flow into the San Clemente Creek drainage through the reroute channel, and to
prevent flow from entering the upstream end of the abandoned reservoir.

1.2 Previously Proposed Construction Access

The two major roads that were previously proposed to provide access to the project were San
Clemente Drive from the north and Tassajara Road through Cachagua Road from the southeast.
From Cachagua Road, access was proposed to continue on an existing dirt road (referred to as
the Jeep Trail) to a section of road that would be constructed, referred to as the Reservoir Access
Road (see Item 2.1, Site Access Map, in Section 2 of Exhibit H, Original Project Application).
The route taken would have depended on the type of construction vehicles accessing the site,
with personal vehicles and small trucks using San Clemente Drive, construction personnel and
highway-legal dump trucks using Cachagua Road, and larger heavy vehicles for heavy
equipment mobilization using Tassajara Road to the Southern arm of Cachagua Road.

Several small staging areas would have been created along the Jeep Trail and the Reservoir
Access Road for stockpiling materials, vehicles and equipment during construction. The staging
area at the intersection of Cachagua Road and the Jeep Trail would have been used for offloading
equipment from large tractor-trailers, and assembling the equipment prior to transport to the site.

The previously proposed construction access route would have required several improvements to
Cachagua Road, as the section of Cachagua Road to the south of the intersection with the Jeep
Trail has five curves that would be difficult for tractor-trailers pulling lowboys to negotiate. The
five curves would have required widening to allow passage of the larger construction vehicles.
This section of Cachagua Road has a load-restricted one-lane bridge that would have needed
improvements to handle construction equipment loads.
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1.3  New Proposed Construction Access

The new proposed construction access route (hereafter the “Tularcitos-High Road” Route, or
THR) would include the construction of an entrance off of Carmel Valley Road approximately
1,100 feet west of San Clemente Drive and a proposed bridge across Tularcitos Creek, which
runs parallel to Carmel Valley Road in this area (See Item 2.1, Revised Access Route Map, in
Section 2 of Exhibit J, Revised Project Application). This proposed access route would align
with the existing Filter Plant Access road, and connect to an existing CAW access road (the

- extension of San Clemente Drive into CAW property located south of the Sleepy Hollow Gate).
San Clemente Drive would only be used at the beginning of construction (while constructing the
THR), and the previously proposed primary access (Tassajara Road, Cachagua Road, the Jeep
Trail, and the Reservoir Access Road) would not be used.

After connecting into the existing CAW access road, the THR route would run south and east
until its intersection with the existing High Road. The access route would then follow the High
Road alignment to its termination at the site limits of work (near the left dam abutment staging
area). From the left abutment staging area, a temporary construction road would be built within
the limits of work, and would include a temporary creek crossing over San Clemente Creek (See
Item 2.1, Revised Access Route Map, in Section 2 of Exhibit J, Revised Project Application).
Large construction equipment would be offloaded at designated areas at the project entrance
identified in Item 2.1, Access Route Map (in Section 2 of Exhibit J, Revised Project
Application), used by ride-sharing vehicles, material hauling trucks, smaller equipment hauling
trucks, and limited management personal vehicles would travel along the entire route to access
the work area. At the beginning of construction, a limited volume of construction equipment
would temporarily use San Clemente Drive through the Sleepy Hollow community to facilitate
construction of the access roads.

Heavy construction equipment would access the Old Carmel River Dam (OCRD) for demolition
activities using either the Plunge Pool Access Road (See Item 1.2b and Item 2.1 in Exhibit J,
Revised Project Application) from upstream after SCD is removed, or possibly the Low Road
from SCD down to OCRD prior to removal of SCD.

2.0 Planning Commission Hearings

At the hearing on September 12, 2012, the Monterey County Planning Commission directed the
applicant to better inform the Cachagua community regarding construction access, which was at
the time proposed to use Tassajara Road and Cachagua Road. Commissionets requested an
explanation of why access was being proposed using these roads rather than San Clemente
Drive. Commissioners also requested further analysis and consideration of impacts to both
residents and businesses within the Cachagua community. A list of the 1nformat10n requested by
the Planning Commission is provided in Exhibit R.

In response to public feedback received after September 12, 2012 (as described in Section 3.0,
below), the project team analyzed different access alternatives. At the hearing on October 31,
2012, the Monterey County Planning Commission received a presentation regarding the concept
of constructing a new access road off Carmel Valley Road. After receiving public testimony
about the project, the Planning Commission continued the hearing until March 13, 2013 to allow
for further evaluation of access alternatives.
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On March 13, 2013 at the County Planning Commission’s continued public hearing on the
project, staff provided an update on the status of the project. Staff reported that technical reports
comparing the level of impacts of the current proposal to those that were evaluated in the 2008
Final EIR/EIS were being prepared. It was determined that once the technical reports are
submitted and reviewed, CDWR would make a decision as to whether a Supplemental EIR or an
Addendum should be prepared pursuant to CEQA Sections 15163 and 15164, respectively.
Pending technical analysis and CEQA documentation, the Planning Commission continued the
public hearing to a date uncertain.

Based on the technical analysis, CDWR determined that an Addendum to the Final EIR/EIS was
the appropriate level of CEQA review. CDWR adopted the Addendum on April 5, 2013.
Monterey County staff has reviewed the Addendum (refer to Exhibit N) and concurs with this
assessment. Now that the lead agency’s environmental review is complete, staff scheduled and
duly noticed the May 8, 2013 Planning Commission public hearing.

3.0  Public Meetings

In response to Planning Commission direction at the September 12, 2013 hearing (refer to
Section 2.0, above), the applicant conducted two public outreach meetings at the Cachagua
General Store on September 25, 2012. Two duplicate sessions were held at 12:00 PM and 6:00
PM. At each meeting, the applicant team provided a project overview and details of the project’s
proposed use of Cachagua Road and Tassajara Road, discussing construction traffic impacts and
route alternatives. The meetings included a question-and-answer session for community
members to ask questions and communicate their concerns. Approximately 60 to 80 Cachagua
residents attended each of the meetings. County Planning Department and Public Works staff
were also in attendance. The questions that were raised at the public outreach meetings are
summarized in Exhibit S.

The project team also met with representatives of several wineries in Cachagua on September 25,
2012. Eight wineries were represented at the meeting.

A second set of public outreach meetings was scheduled for October 11, 2012. These meetings
were intended as a follow-up to the questions and comments at the September 25, 2012 meetings
and to provide an overview of any additional mitigation measures to be incorporated into the
project. However, the project team rescheduled these meetings to October 24, 2012 to provide
additional time to consider an alternative access route in response to the public comments.

On October 24, 2012, two public meetings were held at the Cachagua General Store (at 1:00 PM
and 6:00 PM) to present a conceptual “hybrid” approach for construction access to the project
site. This approach was also discussed separately with the Cachagua Citizens group on October
24, 2012 at the Cachagua General Store (at 3:00 PM). Based in part on feedback provided by the
community at these meetings, the project team conducted additional analyses and concluded that
it would propose the Tularcitos-High Road (THR) access route as the construction access route
moving forward.

During analysis of the THR route, the project team conducted outreach to the Sleepy Hollow
community, which is located near the proposed THR access route. The applicants met with the
Sleepy Hollow Homeowners Association (SHHOA) Board of Directors on February 13, 2013,
February 17, 2013, and March 14, 2013. The February 17, 2013 meeting was conducted on-site
at the location where San Clemente Drive intersects with the Filter Plant Road to identify a
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solution to reduce the potential noise and visual impacts of construction traffic on Lot 1.
Applicant outreach and coordination with the SHHOA is ongoing.

4.0  Other Project Issues

In addition to the selection of the proposed construction access route, other key project issues
include: removal of protected trees; grading; impacts to sensitive habitats; proof of access to San
Clemente Drive; parking for construction workers; and downstream sediment. These issues were
discussed in the August 25, 2012 and September 12, 2012 staff reports. The discussion below
describes how these issues have changed since selection of a new access alternative.

4.1 Removal of Protected Trees

The protected trees in the vicinity of the THR were inventoried and mapped in January 2013, and
the existing Arborist Report and Forest Management Plan for the project was updated in March
2013 (see Attachment 3, Supplement to Arborist Report/Forest Management Plan in Exhibit J,
Revised Project Application). A total of 451 live trees protected by Monterey County would be
removed to construct the THR route. However, the Jeep Trail and Reservoir Access Road would
not be constructed, and improvements on Cachagua Road are no longer needed. By removing
these project components, 512 trees previously proposed for removal would not be removed.
Tree removal in the project area and Plunge Pool Road would not change (726 and 89,
respectively). ' '

In total, 1,266 trees are currently proposed for removal, compared to 1,327 for the prior project
application, including access via Cachagua Road and the Jeep Trail. The net result of the access
road changes is that 61 fewer trees (a 4.6% reduction) would be removed.

Proposed mitigation ratios for tree replacement are the same as described in the prior staff
reports, as follows:
e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated at a 3:1 replacement ratio for the entire
project area;
e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated by providing or acquiring a conservation
easement; and
e 100% of removed protected non-oak trees will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio for the Cachagua
Area Plan.

The proposed mitigation meets the requirements of Public Resources Code section 21083.4 and
Monterey County Code Section 21.64.260.D.4. Installation of the trees listed in the proposed
planting plan results in a net gain of trees.

4.2  Grading

Grading within the main project area (excluding the proposed construction access route
improvements) would be the same as described in the August 25, 2012 and September 12, 2012
staff reports. Grading previously required for improvements on Cachagua Road and construction
of the Jeep Trail and Reservoir Access Road (55,000 CY cut and 20,000 CY fill) would no
longer be required.

For the proposed THR route, the total grading quantities are 12,800 cubic yards (CY) of cut and
12,800 CY of fill. There would be grading during construction of an entrance road at Carmel
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Valley Road and at the intersection of the Filter Plant Road and San Clemente Drive. After
bridging Tularcitos Creek, the THR route would be graded to allow construction mobilization
trucks to pass under a 30-inch water pipeline braced to accommodate equipment passing
underneath. Grading would involve ridge earthwork cut in the vicinity of the existing pipeline,
earthwork fill adjacent and south of the existing ridge and a graded transition to the existing
CAW Filter Plant Road, which would require surface improvements to accommodate
construction traffic. A 2-3 foot tall berm would be constructed adjacent to a 200- to 300-foot
long portion of the proposed THR route where it diverges from the Filter Plant Road and before
it connects with the CAW Access Road. This berm would screen project-related activity from
adjacent residences. Finally, the existing Plunge Pool Road would require limited removal of
vegetation and minor grading to be passable by construction equipment.

Based on the proposed access route changes, the total grading quantities for the project would
change from 1,243,640 CY of cut and 1,198,200 CY of fill to 1,201,440 CY cut and 1,190,200
CY of fill (a 3.4% decrease and 0.7% decrease, respectively).

4.3 Sensitive Habitat

Impacts to sensitive habitats within the main project area (excluding the proposed construction
access route improvements) would be the same as described in the August 25, 2012 and
September 12, 2012 staff reports. Item 2.9 in Section 2.0 of Exhibit J, Revised Project
Application, has been revised to indicate the proposed THR access route and the critical habitats
for the Monterey spineflower. In general, vegetation impacts from the THR route would be
similar to those analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, and would be slightly reduced because the
new proposed route is approximately one mile shorter than the original Tularcitos route (refer to
Attachment 4 in Exhibit N, April 2013 Addendum). In addition, the Landscape Restoration Plan
has been revised to delete restoration of the Jeep Trail and Reservoir Access Road, which are no
longer part of the project. Restoration of the THR route is not proposed because this route will
remain as a permanent access route to the site. The Landscape Restoration Plan (see Section 3
and Attachments F and G in Exhibit H, Original Project Application and Section 2.0 of Exhibit
J, Revised Project Application) includes the following:
e Riparian: Approximately 16.6 acres of riparian vegetation will be planted in a corridor
paralleling the banks of the reconstructed river.
e Wetland: Approximately 3 acres of wetlands will be restored to achieve a no net loss of
wetland and provide habitat for California Red Legged and other wildlife.
e Upland: Oak woodlands, chaparral and scrub are proposed for upland restoration in
appropriate locations.

Habitat construction activities would be completed at the end of each construction season, but
most restoration would occur during the fourth construction year. These activities include
collection, growing, installation and maintenance of replacement plants in the restoration areas.

4.4 Proof of Access to San Clemente Drive

Monterey County General Plan Policy C-3.6 requires proof of access as part of any development
application when the proposed use is not identified in the provisions of the applicable agreement.
The original project application included access to the site using the Jeep Trail, which is owned
and maintained by the Monterey Peninsula Regional Parks District (MPRPD), with a portion
located on a Conservation and Scenic Easement deeded to Monterey County. Because this access
route will no longer be utilized, proof of access to the Jeep Trail is no longer required.
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The currently proposed project would require short-term access through San Clemente Drive,
which is held in private easement. CAW currently has an easement on San Clemente Drive for
access to the existing filter plant. However, access for the purposes of the proposed project was
still being negotiated between CAW and the Sleepy Hollow Homeowner’s Association '
(SHHOA) at the time of the September 12, 2012 staff report preparation. The applicant and
SHHOA reached an agreement on access to the project site on September 4, 2012 (refer to
Exhibit U, Sleepy Hollow HOA Memorandum of Understanding: Summary of Agreement
Terms).

4.5  Parking for Construction Workers/Trip Reduction

The original project application, as described in August 25, 2012 and September 12, 2012 staff
reports, would limit on-site parking to 12 temporary parking spaces for equipment in use and
workers. Park and Ride lots would have been used and laborers would have been shuttled by
minibus to the project site. The use of park and ride lots and laborer shuttles is no longer
proposed. Instead, a total of 60 parking spaces would be provided on-site (refer to Exhibit V,
Parking Plan) and the selected Design-Build (D-B) Contractor would encourage carpooling or
ride-sharing through implementation of a Trip Reduction Plan. A draft Trip Reduction Plan
prepared by the D-B Contractor currently includes the following components:

e Encouraging private carpooling or ride-sharing for workers living within a few miles of
each other.

e Encouraging use of existing park and ride facilities throughout the County for workers
living farther apart.

e Use of company vehicles travelling from construction office/construction yard locations
and traveling to the jobsite carrying four (4) construction workers.

e Refinements in the final project design and construction methods (for example, using
more efficient geotechnical and water handling solutions) to reduce truck trips.

The D-B Contractor currently estimates that there will be approximately 40 cars on site during
2013 (once the access is completed), 60 cars during 2014, and 50 during 2015.

4.6 Downstream Sediment

The 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR, and April 2013 Addendum identified potentially significant
impacts related to changes in sediment flow passing the San Clemente Dam immediately after
construction (Issue WR-2a), changes in sediment storage and composition in the lower river
during construction (Issue WR-2b), and increase in frequency of high suspended sediment
concentrations (Issue WR-4b). Removing the dam would cause the full annual sediment load
plus a portion of the residual sediment remaining in the reservoir to pass the dam site to the
lower river, which would also change sediment storage and composition. Mitigation includes
stream restoration and revegetation, which would stabilize sediment in the reservoir area and
avoid long-term significant impacts. However, even with mitigation, the short-term impacts
related to sediment flow and storage (Issues WR-2a and WR-2b) would be significant and
unavoidable. In addition, high flows would increase sediment concentrations in the river and
sediment management activities would further increase suspended sediment concentrations
downstream of the dam. No mitigation is available to reduce this impact, and the impact is
considered long-term, significant and unavoidable.
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5.0

CEQA

5.1 CEQA Review

The proposed project has been analyzed in four related CEQA documents, and mitigation
measures that apply to the project are contained in two separate MMRPs. The Lead Agency for
the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and Addendum was CDWR. The Lead Agency for the
SEIR No. 2 was the California Coastal Conservancy. Monterey County is a Responsible Agency
for the project under CEQA. Table 1 (below) provides a timeline of prior environmental review,
including dates of document certifications, and describes the scope and content of each
document. Site visits and previous LUAC and Planning Commission meetings are also included.

Table 1. Timeline

Date Document/Activity Scope and Content
1998 Draft EIR Analyzed seismic retrofit of the San Clemente Dam, using San
Clemente Drive to access the site.

2000 Recirculated Draft Revised the 1998 Draft EIR to eliminate San Clemente Drive as the
EIR primary access and look at alternative access routes. This EIR was

never certified.

April 2006 Draft EIR/EIS Analyzed the “proponent’s proposed project” (dam strengthening) and

four alternatives. The current project (dam removal) was analyzed as
Alternative 3. Issue areas included: Geology and Soils, Hydrology and
Water Resources, Water Quality, Fisheries, Vegetation and Wildlife,
Wetlands, Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Noise, Traffic and
Circulation, Cultural Resources, Visual Resources (Aesthetics),
Recreation, Land Use, and Environmental Justice.

January 2008 Final EIR/EIS Same as Draft EIR/EIS with the addition of Responses to Comments.

February 2008 Selection of The California State Coastal Conservancy, National Oceanic and
Alternative 3 Atmospheric Administration’s National Marine Fisheries Service

(NMFS), and the Planning and Conservation League Foundation
worked with Cal Am to develop a feasible approach to cooperatively
implement Alternative 3.

March 2011 Notice of NOD filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH) identifying Alternative
Determination (NOD) | 3 as the preferred alternative. MMRP for Alternative 3 received by
and MMRP CDWR.

September 6, Carmel Valley LUAC | LUAC members asked questions regarding project design details and

2011 Meeting requested a site visit before making a recommendation on the project.

February 15, Site Visit Attended by the applicant team, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,

2012 Regional Water Quality Control Board, CDFG, and County staff.

April 2012 Draft SEIR No. 1 Analyzed changes proposed to Alternative 3, including an increase in

removal of accumulated sediment; construction of staging areas;
utilization of Tassajara Road and Cachagua Road, and use of a new
screening plant, among other changes. The Draft SEIR No. 1 included
all issue areas contained in Final EIR/EIS except Hydrology and Water
Resources, Land Use, and Environmental Justice. The SEIR added the
issue of Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The Draft SEIR No. 1 included
nine new impacts not included in the Final EIR/EIS: WI-14 (Increased
Traffic on Cachagua/Jeep Trail), WI-15 (Nighttime Work and
Associated Lighting), AQ-1a (Screening Plant Operations), AQ-3a
(Project Generated Traffic — Additional Truck Trips), Alternative 3
GHG emissions (no issue number given), TC-8 (Delays to Emergency
Vehicles), VQ-5a (Changes to Viewsheds near or on the Jeep Trail),
VQ-6 (Light and Glare from Nighttime Construction Activities), and
REC-5 (Delays for Motorists Travelling to Los Padres National
Forest).

April 18,2012

Application Filed

The applicant submitted an application for a Combined Development

CALIFORNIA AMERICAN WATER (PLN110373)
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Table 1. Timeline

Date Document/Activity Scope and Content
Permit to the Monterey County RMA Planning Department.
May 23, 2012 Site Visit/Special Attended by members of the Carmel Valley LUAC, Planning
Meeting Commission, and County staff.
June 2012 Draft SEIR No. 2 Analyzed removal of the OCRD and associated fish ladder, which was

not analyzed in either the Final EIR/EIS or Draft SEIR No. 1. The
Draft SEIR No. 2 included the following issue areas: Hydrology and
Water Resources, Water Quality, Fisheries, Vegetation and Wildlife,
Wetlands, Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Noise, Traffic and
Circulation, and Cultural Resources. The Draft SEIR No. 2 identified
one new impact not included in the Final EIR/EIS or Draft SEIR No. 1:
TC-9 (Removal of OCRD Bridge). Two new mitigation measures were
also identified: WQ-12a and FI-14a.

June 18 and July | Carmel Valley LUAC | Issues discussed included potential downstream flooding,
2,2012 Meetings sedimentation transport, use of San Clemente Drive for construction
access, the timing of the Cachagua Road closures, the location of park
and ride lots for construction workers and California American Water’s
local-hire practices. On a 4-1-2-0 vote, the LUAC supported the project
as proposed.
July 11, 2012 Construction Access | Attended by members of the design teams, the California Coastal
Alternatives Site Conservancy, County staff and members of the public.
Visit

July 25, 2012 Monterey County Planning Commission held workshop to receive staff presentation on
Planning the proposed Combined Development Permit for the Carmel River
Commission Reroute and Dam Removal Project.
Workshop

July 27, 2012

Final SEIR No. 1,
NOD, and MMRP

Responses to Comments on the Draft SEIR No. 1. Associated MMRP
included all mitigation applicable to the project from both the Final
EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1. This includes 71 measures in the following
issue areas: Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Resources,
Water Quality, Fisheries, Vegetation and Wildlife, Wetlands, Air
Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Noise, Traffic and Circulation,
Cultural Resources, Visual Resources (Aesthetics), and Recreation.

August §, 2012

SEIR No. 2 NOD

NOD for OCRD Removal filed with SCH.

August 22,2012

Final SEIR No. 2 and

Responses to Comments on the Draft SEIR No. 2. MMRP includes

Draft MMRP only two new mitigation measures identified in the Final SEIR No. 2:
WQ-12a and FI-14a.

August 30,2012 | Meeting with The applicant and County staff (Planning and Public Works) met with
Cachagua Road nine neighbors that live along Cachagua Road and discussed their
neighbors concerns regarding traffic impacts on Cachagua Road during

construction.

September 12, Monterey County Planning Commission considered the project as previously proposed,

2012 Planning and directed the applicant to address community concerns. Continued
Commission Hearing | the public hearing to October 31, 2012.

September 25, Cachagua The applicant team held two public outreach meetings at the Cachagua

2012 Community Meetings | General Store on September 25, 2012. The intent of the meetings was

to provide a project overview and discuss construction traffic impacts
and route alternatives.

October 2012 Alternative Access Based on the public input received at the September 25, 2012 outreach
Route Analysis meetings, the applicant team reconsidered alternative access to the

sites.

October 31,2012 | Monterey County Planning Commission received report on new proposed access concept
Planning for dam construction. After receiving public testimony about the
Commission Hearing | project, the Planning Commission continued the hearing until March

13, 2013 to allow for further evaluation of access alternatives.

March 13, 2013 Planning Commission receives update on new access route.

March 29, 2013 Revised Application | The applicant submitted a revised application for a Combined
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Table 1. Timeline

Date Document/Activity Scope and Content
Filed Development Permit to the Monterey County RMA Planning
Department.
April 5,2013 Addendum DWR adopted Addendum to the EIR/EIS which addressed minor

modifications to the proposed project, including use of the THR (which
was analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS) for Alternative 3, and slight
modifications to the THR alignment. No new impacts or mitigation
measures were identified.

May 8, 2013 Monterey County Planning Commission conducts hearing on revised Combined
Planning Development Permit application.
Commission Hearing

Based on the analysis contained in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, Final SEIR No. 1, Final SEIR No. 2,
and April 2013 Addendum, the proposed project would result in 20 significant and unavoidable
environmental impacts. These include:

o Issue WR-2a (Changes in Sediment Flow Passing SCD Immediately After Construction)
Issue WR-2b (Changes in Sediment Storage and Composition in the Lower River During
Construction)

Issue WR-4b (Increase in Frequency of High Suspended Sediment Concentrations)
Issue WQ-9 (Reservoir Drawdown)

Issue WQ-10 (Reservoir Sediment Excavation)

Issue AQ-1 (Dam Site Activities)l

Issue AQ-1a (Screening Plant Operations)

Issue AQ-3 (Project-Generated Traffic)

Issue NO-1 (Dam Site Activities)’

Issue NO-2 (Access Road Upgrades)

Issue NO-3 (Project-Generated Traffic)

Issue TC-1 (Road Segment Traffic Operations)

Issue TC-3b (Traffic Safety San Clemente Drive)

Issue TC-6 (Neighborhood Quality of Life)

Issue CR-4 (CR-4a in SEIR No. 2) (Demolition or Alteration to Historic Properties)
Issue CR-5 (Alteration of Surrounding Environment)

Issue CR-6 (Introduction of Visual Obstructions)

Issue VQ-2 (Changes to Viewsheds from Residences Adjacent to SCD)

Issue VO-3 (Residential Views from Sleepy Hollow)’

Issue VQ-6 (Light and Glare from Nighttime Construction Activities)

It should be noted that three significant and unavoidable impacts were eliminated as a result of
the proposed access route modification. These include:

o Issue VQ-5a (Changes to Viewsheds near or on the Jeep Trail)

! Issue AQ-1a in the SEIR No. 2

? Issue NO-1a in the SEIR No. 2.

3 Issue VQ-3 was considered short-term, less than significant for Alternative 3 but short term, significant and
unavoidable for the Proponent’s Proposed Project in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS. Because the access route that triggered
the significant unavoidable impact for the Proponent’s Proposed Project (dam strengthening) is now being proposed
for the current project (former Alternative 3), this previously disclosed impact now applies to the project.
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e Issue REC-2 (Disruption of Use of Jeep Trail to Stone Cabin)
o Issue REC-5 (Delays for Motorists Travelling to Los Padres National Forest)

6.2 Prior CEQA Review of Access Alternatives

In 1998, a Draft EIR was prepared for seismic retrofit of the San Clemente Dam. The proposed
access route in this EIR was San Clemente Drive through the Sleepy Hollow Subdivision. Based
on comments received from the Sleepy Hollow Homeowners. Association (HOA), the EIR was
revised and recirculated in 2000 to consider different alternatives to using San Clemente Drive
for project access. This recirculated DEIR briefly analyzed a Tularcitos Access Route
(“Alternative Access 1), which is similar to what is currently being considered. However, this
EIR was never certified.

The 2008 Final EIR/EIS examined two different access options — one for the Proponent’s
Proposed Project (Dam Strengthening) and one for the alternatives. For the Proponent’s
Proposed Project (Dam Strengthening), the analyzed access route included a new access from
Carmel Valley Road (the “Tularcitos Access Route™). For the alternatives to dam strengthening
(including the currently proposed project of dam removal and re-route of the Carmel River), the
proposed access route was Cachagua Road to the Jeep Trail to the Reservoir Access Road.

Both the Final SEIR No. 1 and Final SEIR No. 2 analyzed access using Cachagua Road or
Tassajara Road to the southern arm of Cachagua Road, and then to the Jeep Trail to the
Reservoir Access Road. Neither SEIR analyzed any component of the THR.

The new proposed THR is similar to the Tularcitos Access Route analyzed in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, but differs slightly. The currently proposed route includes the following changes:

e Change in entrance location along Carmel Valley Road (from 800 feet west of San
Clemente Drive to 1,100 feet west of San Clemente Drive) and a slightly different
alignment of the initial portion of the access road, including the location of the Tularcitos
Creek Bridge (refer to Figure 1 in Exhibit N, April 2013 Addendum);

e At the south end of San Clemente Drive, the THR alignment has shifted to the west,
placing it further away from Sleepy Hollow residences, before connecting to San
Clemente Drive south of CAW’s locked gate (refer to Figure 1 in Attachment 1 to
Exhibit N, April 2013 Addendum);

¢ Addition of a small (two to three feet tall and 200 to 300 feet long) landscaped earthen
berm near the connection with the existing CAW access road;

e Possible installation of a temporary bridge over the Sleepy Hollow Ford, and associated
approach grading (refer to Figure 1 in Attachment 1 to Exhibit N, April 2013
Addendum); and

e Fewer improvements to the Low Road due to decreased usage.

In addition to the above route modifications, the Tularcitos Access Route analyzed in the 2008
Final EIR/EIS was analyzed only for the Proponent’s Proposed Project (Dam Strengthening) and
not dam removal. Thus, the construction schedule and vehicle trips would differ from what was
previously assumed for this route.
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To assess the environmental impacts of these changes to the access route, CDWR prepared an
Addendum to the Final EIR/EIS pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15164. The
Addendum (Exhibit N) is further discussed in Section 6.3, below.

6.3 2013 Addendum

In the October 31, 2013 staff report, County staff recommended that a third Supplemental EIR be
prepared to analyze the environmental effects of the proposed THR. After preparing technical
reports analyzing the impacts of the THR route in comparison to previous CEQA analyses, the
Lead Agency (CDWR) determined that, in general, impacts for the THR were adequately
addressed and disclosed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS (as supplemented by Final Supplemental EIR
#1), and that project impact changes would be minor. Further, CDWR determined that there
would be no new significant impacts or substantially increased significant impacts, and no new
mitigation measures would be required. Thus, an Addendum to the Final EIR/EIS was prepared
pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15164. CDWR adopted the Addendum on April 5,
2013. County staff has reviewed the Addendum and supporting technical analyses, and
independently concurs with the assessment that an Addendum is the appropriate level of CEQA
review.

Consistent with the staff recommendation in the March 13, 2013 staff report, and given the high
degree of public interest surrounding the project, the County recommended that CDWR circulate
the Addendum for agency and public comments prior to certification. CDWR elected not to
circulate the document for public review. Therefore, the County elected to make the EIR
Addendum available for public review prior to the Planning Commission hearing on May 8,
2013. The Public Hearing Notice for the meeting noted the availability of the EIR Addendum on
the County website. Hard copies of the Addendum were made available at the RMA-Planning
counter.

7.0 Combined Development Permit

Cal Am has applied for a Combined Development Permit for the proposed project, including
four separate Use Permits: one for removal of the San Clemente Dam and related improvements;
one for the removal of the Old Carmel River Dam and related improvements; one for
development on 25% slopes; and one for the removal of protected trees. All Use Permits require
a public hearing pursuant to Chapter 21.78 of the Monterey County Code. In addition, in order to
grant any Use Permit the Planning Commission is required make the following findings (per
Section 21.74.050):

1. The establishment, maintenance, or operation of the use or structure applied for, will not,
under the circumstances of the particular case, be detrimental to health, safety, peace,
morals, comfort, and general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood
of such proposed use; or be detrimental or injurious to property and improvement in the
neighborhood, or to the general welfare of the County.

2. The subject property is in compliance with all rules and regulations pertaining to zoning
uses, subdivision, and any applicable provisions of Title 21 and any zoning violation
abatement costs have been paid.

For a discussion of these findings, refer to Finding #4 (Health and Safety), Finding #2

(Consistency), and Finding #5 (No Violations) in Exhibit C. As described therein, the proposed
project would not be detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort, and general
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welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of such proposed use, or be
detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to the general
welfare of the County (Finding #4). In addition, the project would be consistent with applicable
General Plan and Area Plan policies (Finding #2). Lastly, the subject property is in compliance
with all rules and regulations pertaining to zoning and other applicable provisions of the
County’s Codes (Finding #5). No violations exist on the property.

Specific findings are also required for development on slopes and tree removal. Refer to Finding
#6 (Development on Slope) and Finding #7 (Tree Removal). As described therein, there is no
feasible alternative that would allow development to occur on slopes of less than 25%. In
addition, the proposed development better achieves the goals, policies and objectives of the
Monterey County General Plan, Cachagua Area Plan, Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan,
and the Monterey County Zoning Ordinance (Title 21) than other development alternatives
(Finding #13). In addition, proposed tree removal is the minimum required under the
circumstances and the removal will not involve a risk of adverse environmental impacts (Finding
#7).
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Exhibit C

Draft Resolution



"RESOLUTION NO. ----

EXHIBIT C
DRAFT RESOLUTION

Before the Planning Commission in and for the
County of Monterey, State of California

In the matter of the application of:
CALIFORNIA AMERICAN WATER (PLN110373)

Resolution by the Monterey County Planning
Commission:

1) Considering an Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for the San Clemente Dam Seismic
Safety Project (California Department of
Water Resources, January 2008), a
Supplement to the Final EIR/EIS for the San
Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project (Final
SEIR No. 1, California Department of Water
Resources, July 2012), a Supplement No. 2 to
the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety
Project Final EIR/EIS (Removal of Old
Carmel River Dam) (Final SEIR No. 2,
California Coastal Conservancy, August
2012), and an Addendum to the Final
EIR/EIS (California Department of Water
Resources, April 2013);

2) Adopting the findings and Statement of
Overriding Considerations set forth herein;

3) Approving the San Clemente Dam Seismic
Safety Project, based on findings evidence
and subject to conditions of approval; and

4) Adopting a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Plan.

[PLN110373, California American Water, at the
confluence of the Carmel River and San Clemente
Creek, Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan and
Cachagua Area Plan (APNs: 417-051-004-000; 417-
051-005-000; 417-051-001-000; 417-251-002-000-
M)]

The San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project application (PLN110373) came on for
public hearing before the Monterey County Planning Commission on September 12, 2012,
October 31, 2012, March 13,2013 and May 8, 2013. Having considered all the written and
documentary evidence, the administrative record, the staff report, oral testimony, and
other evidence presented, the Planning Commission finds and decides as follows:
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2.

FINDING:

EVIDENCE:

FINDING:

EVIDENCE:

a)

b)

a)

b)

FINDINGS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION - The proposed project (PLN110373) is a
Combined Development Permit (CDP) consisting of: 1) Use Permit for
the removal of the San Clemente Dam and related improvements; 2)
Use Permit for the removal of the Old Carmel River Dam and related
improvements; 3) Use Permit for development on 25% slopes; and 4)
Use Permit for the removal of 1,266 protected trees. The project
includes construction of a new access road off Carmel Valley Road (the
Tularcitos-High Road, or THR). The project additionally includes
rerouting of the Carmel River into San Clemente Creek and restoration.
The application, project plans, and related support materials submitted
by the project applicant to the Monterey County RMA - Planning
Department for the proposed project found in Project File

PLN110373.

Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project (California
Department of Water Resources (CDWR, January 2008), a Supplement
to the Final EIR for the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project
(Final SEIR No. 1; CDWR, July 2012), a Supplement No. 2 to the San
Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project Final EIR/EIR (Removal of Old
Carmel River Dam) (Final SEIR No. 2; California Coastal Conservancy,
August 2012), and an Addendum to the Final EIR?EIS (CDWR, April
2013).

CONSISTENCY - The Project, as conditioned, is consistent with the
applicable plans and policies which designate this area as appropriate
for development.
The project site is located in San Clemente Dam region, at the
confluence of the Carmel River (River Mile 18.5) and San Clemente
Creek, approximately 15 miles southeast of the City of Carmel-by-the-
Sea and 3.7 miles southeast of Carmel Valley Village (Assessor’s Parcel
Numbers 417-051-004-000; 417-051-005-000; 417-051-001-000; 417-
251-002-000-M), Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan and Cachagua
Area Plan. The parcel is zoned PG/160 [Permanent Grazing, with a
minimum building site of 160 acres] and RC/1000 [Resource
Conservation with a maximum gross density of one unit/1,000 acres].
The project involves removal of the San Clemente Dam, Old Carmel
River Dam, and related improvements; rerouting of the Carmel River
into San Clemente Creek; and restoration. The project does not
constitute the development of a new land use and is therefore consistent
with existing zoning for the site.
During the course of review of this application, the project has been
reviewed for consistency with the text, policies, and regulations in:

- the 2010 Monterey County General Plan;

- Qreater Monterey Peninsula (“GMP”’) Area Plan;

- Cachagua (“CACH”) Area Plan; and

- Monterey County Zoning Ordinance (Title 21).
No conflicts were found to exist. No communications were received
during the course of review of the project indicating any inconsistencies
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with the text, policies, and regulations in these documents.
¢) The proposed project is consistent with the following General Plan and

Area Plan policies:

1. Policy LU-1.11 - Development proposals shall be consistent with
the General Plan Land Use Map designation of the subject
property and the policies of this plan. The project site is located
in both the Cachagua and Greater Monterey Peninsula area plans and
is designated as Permanent Grazing and Resource Conservation. The
project does not include development of a new land use and is
therefore consistent with the General Plan Land Use Map
designations and land use designations in both the CACH and GMP
Area Plans. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy
LU-1.11 of the General Plan.

2. Policy C-2.4 - A reduction of the number of vehicle miles
traveled per person shall be encouraged. Mitigation for Issue TC-
1 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1, which are made
conditions of project approval, include the requirement that a trip
reduction plan be prepared that identifies measures to reduce the
number of vehicle trips generated by construction workers. These
measures include a ride-sharing program using buses, and/or
vanpools to reduce construction worker trips. The selected Design-
Build Contractor has prepared a draft Trip Reduction Plan that
includes the following components:

e Encouraging private carpooling or ride-sharing for workers
living within a few miles of each other.

e Encouraging use of existing park and ride facilities throughout
the County for workers living farther apart.

e Use of company vehicles travelling from construction
office/construction yard locations and traveling to the jobsite
carrying four (4) construction workers.

e Refinements in the final project design and construction methods
(for example, using more efficient geotechnical and water
handling solutions) to reduce truck trips.

Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy C-2.4 of the

General Plan. '

3. Policy C-3.4 - Strategies to encourage travel in non-peak hours
shall be supported. Mitigation for Issue TC-1 in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1, which are made conditions of project
approval, include preparation of a traffic coordination and
communication plan that defines the specific schedules for truck
delivery and worker shifts to avoid periods of peak commute traffic
including school bus traffic on area roadways. Therefore, the
proposed project is consistent with Policy C-3.4 of the General Plan.

4. Policy C-3.6 — The County shall establish regulations for new
development that would intensify use of a private road or access
easement. Proof of access shall be required as part of any
development application when the proposed use is not identified
in the provisions of the applicable agreement. The proposed
project will require access through San Clemente Drive, which is a
private road with an easement held by Cal Am. The applicant and
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Sleepy Hollow Homeowner’s Association reached an agreement on
access to the project site on September 4, 2012 (refer to Exhibit U,
Sleepy Hollow HOA Memorandum of Understanding: Summary of
Agreement Terms). Therefore, the project is consistent with General
Plan Policy C-3.6.

. Goal OS-1 - Retain the character and natural beauty of

Monterey County by preserving, conserving, and maintaining
unique physical features, natural resources, and agricultural
operations. The project results in short-term, significant and
unavoidable visual impacts (Issues VR-2, VR-3, and VR-6 in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1). However, the project includes
removal of the SCD, OCRD, and related improvements, and will
return the project site to a more natural character. Therefore, the
proposed project is consistent with Goal OS-1 of the General Plan.

. Goal OS-3 —Prevent soil erosion to conserve soils and enhance

water quality. Project mitigation (Issue GS-4 in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1), which is made a condition of project
approval, requires slope stabilization with rock and concrete and
implementation of erosion control and water quality best
management practices (BMPs) in the project stormwater pollution
prevention plan (SWPPP), among other measures. Erosion impacts
were determined to be less than significant. In addition, stream
restoration and revegetation will stabilize sediment in the reservoir
area and avoid long-term significant impacts (Issues WR-2a and
WR-2b in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1). Therefore, the
proposed project is consistent with Goal OS-3 of the General Plan.

. Policy OS-3.1 — Best Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent

and repair erosion damage shall be established and enforced.
The project is required to comply with a stormwater pollution
prevention plan (SWPPP), which includes erosion control and water
quality BMPs. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with
Policy OS-3.1 of the General Plan.

. Policy OS-3.5 - The County shall regulate activity on slopes to

reduce impacts to water quality and biological resources:
1) Non-Agricultural.

a) Development on slopes in excess of twenty five percent
(25%) shall be prohibited except as stated below;
however, such development may be allowed pursuant to a
discretionary permit if one or both of the following
findings are made, based upon substantial evidence:

1. there is no feasible alternative which would allow
development to occur on slopes of less than 25%;

2. the proposed development better achieves the
resource protection objectives and policies contained
in the Monterey County General Plan, accompanying
Area Plans, and all applicable master plans.

b) Development on slopes greater than 25-percent (25%) or
that contain geologic hazards and constraints shown on
the County’s GIS Geologic (Policy S-1.2) or Hydrologic
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(Policy PS-2.6) Hazard Databases shall require adequate
special erosion control and construction techniques and
the discretionary permit shall:

1. evaluate possible building site alternatives that better
meet the goals and policies of the general plan;

2. identify development and design techniques for
erosion control, slope stabilization, visual mitigation,
drainage, and construction techniques; and

3. minimize development in areas where potentially
unstable slopes, soil and geologic conditions, or
sewage disposal pose substantial risk to public health
or safety.

¢) Where proposed development impacting slopes in excess
of twenty five percent (25%) does not exceed ten percent

(10%), or 500 square feet of the total development

footprint (whichever is less), a discretionary permit shall

not be required.
d) Itis the general policy of the County to require
dedication of a scenic easement on a slope exceeding 25%.
The project requires a Use Permit for development on slopes
exceeding 25%. Given the nature of the project (dam removal and
river re-route) and the topography of the site (as shown in Item 6.1
in the original application package and Item 6.1 in the revised
application package), there is no feasible alternative which allows
the project to be implemented entirely on slopes of less than 25%. In
~addition, removal of the SCD and OCRD addresses existing issues
related to the dam including impaired access for steelhead to 25
miles of upstream spawning and rearing habitat, disruption of
sediment transport to the lower river and Carmel River beach, and
ecological discontinuity of aquatic and riparian habitats. Removing
the dam resolves these issues and provides significant benefits to
both steelhead and California red-legged frog. As a result, the
project achieves the resource protection objectives and policies
contained in the Monterey County General Plan, CACH Area Plan,
and GMP Area Plan. Project mitigation (Issue GS-4 in the 2008
Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1), which is made a condition of
project approval, requires slope stabilization with rock and concrete
and implementation of erosion control and water quality best
management practices (BMPs) in the project stormwater pollution
prevention plan (SWPPP), among other measures. Erosion impacts
were determined to be less than significant. In addition, stream
restoration and revegetation will stabilize sediment in the reservoir
area and avoid long-term significant impacts (Issues WR-2a and
WR-2b in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1). Because of the
nature of the project (dam removal), alternatives sites are not
available. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy
0S-3.5 of the General Plan.
. Goal OS-4 - Protect and conserve the quality of coastal, marine,
and river environments, as applied in areas not in the coastal
zone. The project includes removal of the SCD and OCRD, which
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10.

12.

improves access for steelhead to 25 miles of upstream spawning and
rearing habitat, restores natural sediment transport to the lower river
and Carmel River beach, and improves ecological continuity of
aquatic and riparian habitats. Removing the dam also provides
significant benefits to both steelhead and California red-legged frog
(CRLF). Because of these benefits, the project protects and
conserves the quality of both river and coastal environments.
Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Goal OS-4 of the
General Plan.

Policy OS-4.1 - Federal and State listed native marine and fresh
water species or subspecies of a bird, mammal, fish, amphibian,
reptile, or plant shall be protected. Species designated in Area
Plans shall also be protected. Protected species are analyzed in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, April 2012 SEIR, June 2012 SEIR, and April
2013 Addendum. Impacts to special-status plant species are less than
significant with mitigation. Mitigation is made a condition of project
approval. Fisheries impacts are less than significant or less than
significant with mitigation in the short-term, and/or beneficial in the
long-term. Impacts to CRLF, special-status bird species, and habitat
are less than significant with mitigation. Therefore, the proposed
project is consistent with Policy OS-4.1 of the General Plan.

. Policy OS-4.2 - Direct and indirect discharges of harmful

substances into marine waters, rivers or streams shall not exceed
state or federal standards. Water quality impacts are addressed in
the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, April 2012 SEIR, June 2012 SEIR, and
April 2013 Addendum. The project does not directly discharge
harmful substances into the Carmel River or San Clemente Creek,
but generates sediment discharges during construction. These
impacts were determined to be less than significant with mitigation,
and will not exceed state or federal standards. Mitigation measures
are made a condition of project approval. Accidental releases of
toxic substances were also addressed, and determined to be a less
than significant impact with required mitigation. Therefore, the
proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-4.2 of the General
Plan.

Goal OS-5 - Conserve listed species, critical habitat, habitat and
species protected in Area Plans; avoid, minimize and mitigate
significant impacts to biological resoureces. Impacts to biological
resources are analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, April 2012 SEIR,
June 2012 SEIR, and April 2013 Addendum. Impacts to special-
status plant species are less than significant with mitigation, which is
made a condition of project approval. Fisheries impacts are less than
significant or less than significant with mitigation. Impacts to
steelhead are beneficial in the long-term. Construction related
impacts to CRLF, special-status bird species, and habitat are less
than significant with mitigation. In the long-term, the project
provides significant benefits to CRLF. The CACH Area Plan
specifically protects steelhead and native trees, while the GMP Area
Plan protects oak, pine, and redwood forest habitat and wetlands.
These biological resources are discussed in the CEQA documents
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13.

14.

15.

16.

listed above. Impacts are avoided, minimized or mitigated to the
maximum extent feasible. Therefore, the proposed project is
consistent with Goal OS-5 of the General Plan.

Policy OS-5.3 - Development shall be carefully planned to
provide for the conservation and maintenance of critical habitat.
The project area contains critical habitat zones for CRLF, steelhead,
California tiger salamander (CTS) and the Monterey spineflower.
Some impacts to these critical habitats will occur during
construction. However, in the long-term, the proposed project
provides the following benefits: unimpaired access for steelhead
trout to over 25 miles of spawning and rearing habitat, restoration of
sediment to the lower river and Carmel River State Beach, and

_restored ecological connectivity of aquatic and riparian habitats.

Impacts to CTS are not significant. The project provides significant
benefits to both steelhead and CRLF. Therefore, the proposed
project is consistent with Policy OS-5. 3 of the General Plan.
Policy OS-5.4 - Development shall avoid, minimize, and mitigate
impacts to listed species and critical habitat to the extent
feasible. Measures may include but are not limited to:

a. clustering lots for development to avoid critical habitat

areas,

b. dedications of permanent conservation easements; or

c. other appropriate means.
If development may affect listed species, consultation with
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) may be required and
impacts may be mitigated by expanding the resource elsewhere
onsite or within close proximity off-site. Final mitigation
requirements would be determined as required by law. The
proposed project does not constitute development of new structures
or facilities, but includes the removal of the SCD, OCRD,
construction of a new access road, and related improvements. The
USFWS and California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW;
formerly the California Department of Fish and Game) were
consulted through the EIR process, and impacts to biological
resources are mitigated to less than significant. In the long-term, the
project provides significant benefits to both steelhead and CRLF. An
off-site conservation easement for oak trees will be established,
sufficient to mitigate at least half the loss of oak trees. The property
will be conveyed to the Bureau of Land Management after project
completion. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy
0S-5.4 of the General Plan.
Policy OS-5.6 - Native and native compatible species, especially
drought resistant species, shall be utilized in fulfilling
landscaping requirements. After removal of the SCD and OCRD,
the project area will be revegetated in accordance with a Landscape
Restoration Plan that utilizes an all-native plant palette. Therefore,
the proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-5.6 of the General
Plan.
Policy OS-5.9 - Tree removal that requires a permit shall be
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established by Area Plans. The project lies in two planning areas:

the GMP Area Plan and the CACH Area Plan, each with a distinct

list of protected trees. Oak trees are the only species protected in the

GMP Area Plan. The CACH Area Plan list of protected trees

includes Santa Lucia Fir, Black Cottonwood, Fremont Cottonwood,

Box Elder, Willows, California Laurel, Sycamore, Oak and

Madrone. The project mitigates tree removal in accordance with

these Area Plans, as follows:

e  50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated at a 3:1 ratio for the
entire project area;

e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated by providing or
acquiring a conservation easement; and

Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-5.9 of

the General Plan.

17. Policy OS-5.11 - Conservation of large, continuous expanses of
native trees and vegetation shall be promoted as the most
suitable habitat for maintaining abundant and diverse wildlife.
The protected trees in the vicinity of the project construction
activities were inventoried and mapped. These maps then were
overlaid on the design plans to see if changes could be made to
minimize tree removals. As a result, three design changes were made
to minimize removal of protected trees, avoiding 49% of the trees
that would have been removed by implementation of the initial
design. The first design change relocated staging areas to avoid
removing groves of large oaks, avoiding the removal of 893
protected trees. The second design change resulted in avoidance of
251 additional trees through modifications to the former access road
(Jeep Trail and Reservoir Access Road). The third design change
involved both a change in the access routes from the Jeep Trail and
Reservoir Access Road to the THR route, and changes to the THR
route to reduce tree impacts (e.g. reduction in size of staging areas,
road alignment to avoid trees). As a result, the total number of
protected trees proposed for removal was reduced from 2,463 to
1,266. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-
5.11 of the General Plan.

18. Policy OS-5.16 - A biological study shall be required for any
development project requiring a discretionary permit and
having the potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, or substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species.
An ordinance establishing minimum standards for a biological
study and biological surveys shall be enacted. A biological study
shall include a field reconnaissance performed at the
appropriate time of year. Based on the results of the biological
study, biological surveys may be necessary to identify, describe,
and delineate the habitats or species that are potentially
impacted. Feasible measures to reduce significant impacts to a
less than significant level shall be adopted as conditions of
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approval. The proposed project requires discretionary permits for
removal of the SCD, removal of the OCRD, development on slopes
exceeding 25%, and tree removal. A number of biological studies
have been conducted for the project. These include, but are not
limited to: a Botanical Report conducted by Vern Yadon in July
2005 (with field work on May 25 and 30, June 10, and July 21,
2005); a Botanical Resources Management Plan prepared in January
2008; and a Wetland Delineation prepared by ENTRIX, Inc. in 2008
and updated by URS in February 2013. Surveys were conducted for
special-status plant species in 1997, 2005, and 2013 and were
scheduled to coincide with the periods during which all potential
special-status species would be identifiable. Surveys for special-
status animal species were conducted for the project, including
systematic annual surveys for CRLF between 2002 and 2006. Other
surveys were reviewed as part of environmental document
preparation. Mitigation measures identified in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, April 2012 SEIR, June 2012 SEIR, and April 2013
Addendum have been incorporated into an MMRP and will be
required as conditions of approval for the project. Therefore, the
proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-5.16 of the General
Plan.

19. Policy OS-5.18 - Prior to disturbing any federal or state
jurisdictional areas, all applicable federal and state permitting
requirements shall be met, including all mitigation measures for
development of jurisdictional areas and associated riparian
habitats. The project will be required to obtain permits from the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), the Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACOE), and the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) prior to construction. Mitigation measures
identified in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, April 2012 SEIR, June 2012
SEIR, and April 2013 Addendum have been incorporated into an
MMRP and will be required as conditions of approval for the
project. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy
0S-5.18 of the General Plan.

20. Policy OS-5.25 - Occupied nests of statutorily protected
migratory birds, and raptors shall not be disturbed during the
breeding season (generally February 1 to September 15). The
county shall consult, or require the developer to consult, with a
qualified biologist prior to any site preparation or construction
work in order to:

e determine whether work is proposed during nesting
season for migratory birds or raptors,

e determine whether site vegetation is suitable to nesting
migratory birds or raptors,

e identify any regulatory requirements for setbacks or
other avoidance measures for migratory birds and
raptors which could nest on the site, and

e establish project-specific requirements for setbacks, lock-
out periods, or other methods of avoidance of disruption
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of nesting birds.
The county shall require the development to follow the
recommendations of the biologist. This measure may be
implemented in one of two ways:

1) preconstruction surveys may be conducted to identify
active nests and, if found, adequate buffers shall be
provided to avoid active nest disruption until after the
young have fledged; or

2) vegetation removal may be conducted during the non-
breeding season (generally September 16 to January 31);
however, removal of vegetation along waterways shall
require approval of all appropriate local, state, and
federal agencies.

This policy shall not apply in the case of an emergency fire
event requiring tree removal. This policy shall apply for tree
removal that addresses fire safety planning, since removal can
be scheduled to reduce impacts to migratory birds and raptors.
As a condition of approval, the Monterey County RMA —Planning
Department will require standard condition PD050
(Raptor/Migratory Bird Nesting). This condition requires that, for
any tree removal activity that occurs during the typical bird nesting
season (February 22-August 1), the project applicant retain a
County qualified biologist to perform a nest survey in order to
determine if any active raptor or migratory bird nests occur within
the project site or within 300 feet of proposed tree removal activity.
If nesting birds are found on the project site, an appropriate buffer
plan shall be established by the project biologist. Therefore, the
proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-5.25 of the General
Plan.
21.Policy 0S-6.2 - Information on the location and significance of
the County’s archaeological resources shall be compiled and
used in the environmental and development review process. The
County shall rely on and participate in the statewide inventory
work of the California Native American Heritage Commission
and the State Office of Historic Preservation. All Phase I, II, and
III studies, and records of Native Californian consultation, shall
be filed with appropriate state agencies and local tribes as well
as local data source compilations maintained by the County. The
County shall work with local tribes to update County GIS maps
showing high, moderate, and low archaeological sensitivity
areas. The environmental analysis of the proposed project included
a Section 106 Technical Report prepared by ENTRIX in 2005 and a
Section 106 Technical Report Addendum prepared by URS
Corporation and JRP Historical Consulting, LLC in March 2012.
Both reports included Native American consultation. Therefore, the
proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-6.2 of the General
Plan.
22. Policy OS-6.3 - New development proposed within moderate or
high sensitivity zones, or within 150 feet of a known recorded
archaeological and/or cultural site, shall complete a Phase I

Page 10



survey including use of the regional State Office of Historic
Preservation or the California Native American Heritage
Commission’s list of sacred and traditional sites. Routine and
Ongoing Agricultural Activities shall be exempted from this
policy in so far as allowed by state or federal law. See OS-6.2.
The proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-6.3 of the General
Plan.

23. Policy OS-10.3 - Monterey County shall promote conservation of

naturally vegetated and forested areas for their air purifying
functions. As a result of three design changes, 49% of the trees that
would have been removed by implementation of the initial design
will be avoided. These conserved trees will continue to provide air
purifying functions. In addition, after removal of the SCD and
OCRD, the project area will be revegetated in accordance with a
Landscape Restoration Plan that utilizes an all-native plant palette.
Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy OS-10.3 of
the General Plan.

24. Policy OS-10.7 - Use of the best available technology for

reducing air pollution emissions shall be encouraged. Mitigation
for the proposed project, as outlined in the MMRP, includes
measures to reduce air pollution. These include, but are not limited
to: construction watering, prohibiting grading during high wind
periods, use of chemical soil stabilizers and non-toxic binders,
installing NOx controls for diesel vehicles and equipment, and
utilization of state-certified construction equipment in the Portable
Equipment Registration Program (PERP). Therefore, the proposed
project is consistent with Policy OS-10.7 of the General Plan.

25.Policy OS-10.9 - The County of Monterey shall require that

future development implement applicable Monterey Bay Unified
Air Pollution Control District control measures. Applicants for
discretionary projects shall work with the Monterey Bay Unified
Air Pollution Control District to incorporate feasible measures
that assure that health-based standards for diesel particulate
emissions are met. The County of Monterey will require that
future construction operate and implement MBUAPCD PM;,
control measures to ensure that construction-related PM;,
emissions do not exceed the MBUAPCD’s daily threshold for
PM10. The County shall implement MBUAPCD measures to
address off-road mobile source and heavy duty equipment
emissions as conditions of approval for future development to
ensure that construction-related NOx emissions from non-
typical construction equipment do not exceed the MBUAPCD’s
daily threshold for NOx. Mitigation for the proposed project, as
outlined in the MMRP, includes measures to reduce air pollution, as
outlined under OS-10.7, above. The MBUAPCD was consulted
during preparation of the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, April 2012 SEIR, and
June 2012 SEIR. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with
Policy OS-10.9 of the General Plan.

26. Goal S-1 - Minimize the potential for loss of life and property

resulting from geologic and seismic hazards. The CDWR issued a
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safety order for the SCD early in the 1990s, determining that
structure could potentially fail in the event of either a major
earthquake or flood. The proposed project removes this safety
hazard. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Goal S-1
of the General Plan.

27.Policy S-1.9 - A California licensed civil engineer or a California
licensed landscape architect can recommend measures to reduce
moderate and high erosion hazards in the form of an Erosion
Control Plan. The project application includes an Erosion Control
Plan. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy S-1.9
of the General Plan.

28. Policy S-2.3 - All new development, including filling, grading,
and construction, within designated 100-year floodplain areas
shall conform to the guidelines of FEMA and the National Flood
Insurance Program and ordinances established by the County
Board of Supervisors. With the exception of the construction of
structures, Routine and Ongoing Agricultural Activities shall be
exempt from this policy. The project area is within a 100-year
floodplain area. The project does not include the construction of new
structures and does not place new residences within a flood zone.
Project changes to the 100-year flood elevations are localized and
not present throughout a full reach of any part of the river. This
impact was determined to be less than significant in the CEQA
documentation for the project. Therefore, the proposed project is
consistent with Policy S-2.3 of the General Plan.

29. Policy S-3.2 - Best Management Practices to protect
groundwater and surface water quality shall be incorporated
into all development. Potential water quality impacts of the
proposed project are mitigated to a less than significant level with
implementation of standard erosion control methods, BMPs, and
associated water quality monitoring measures developed and
included in the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).
Specific BMPs may include construction of sediment barriers, straw
bales, silt fences, sandbags and waterbars to control sediment from
entering any water course. Therefore, the proposed project is
consistent with Policy S-3.2 of the General Plan.

30. Policy S-4.13 - The County shall require all new development to
have adequate water available for fire suppression. The water
system shall comply with Monterey County Code Chapter 18.56,
NFPA Standard 1142, or other nationally recognized standard.
The fire authority having jurisdiction, the County Departments
of Planning and Building Services, and all other regulatory
agencies shall determine the adequacy and location of water
supply and/or storage to be provided. A Fire Prevention and
Suppression Plan was prepared for the proposed project, and is
included in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS as Appendix Z. The Plan
identifies measures to be taken by Cal Am and its contractors to
ensure that fire prevention and suppression techniques are carried
out in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations. This Plan
does not identify a water source or system for fire suppression;
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however, the project does not constitute new structural development.
Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy S-4.13 of
the General Plan.

31. Goal S-7 - Maintain a healthy and quiet environment free from
annoying and harmful sounds. The project creates significant and
unavoidable noise during construction. Mitigation measures, which
are made conditions of project approval, include the use of quiet-
design equipment, mufflers, enclosures; eliminate unnecessary
idling; equipment maintenance and lubrication; timing restrictions
for equipment use. In the long-term, the project does not create a
new source of annoying or harmful noise. Therefore, the proposed
project is consistent with Goal S-7 of the General Plan.

32. Policy S-7.10 — Construction project shall include the following
standard noise protection measures. These measures shall
include:

e Construction shall occur only during times allowed by
ordinance/code unless such limits are waived for public
convenience;

e All equipment shall have properly operating mufflers;
and

Lay-down yards and semi-stationary equipment such as pumps
or generators shall be located as far from noise-sensitive land
uses as practical. Noise mitigation required by the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, SEIRs, and April 2013 Addendum include the use of
construction equipment that is of quiet design, has a high-quality
muffler system, and is well maintained; installation of engine
enclosure panels on stationary gas, diesel, or pump equipment;
elimination of unnecessary idling; and timing restrictions on some
operations. Noise impacts resulting from construction and use of the
THR would be mitigated by eliminating unnecessary idling, using
good maintenance and lubrication procedures, and limiting the hours
of passenger vehicle access and deliveries of construction material.
Some construction may also occur during nighttime hours.
Mitigation measures are required as a condition of project approval.
Night work is restricted to sediment excavation in the San Clemente
Creek arm and placement of materials in the Sediment Disposal
Area. No material delivery trucks or heavy construction equipment
will be moved in or out of the site at night and no blasting is be
permitted at night. Noise resulting from nighttime construction work
was analyzed in the April 2012 SEIR; analysis shows that there will
be no perceptible increase in noise levels at nearby sensitive
receptors (including the Sleepy Hollow community) due to
construction activities being conducted during nighttime hours.
Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy S-7.10 of
the General Plan.

33. Goal PS-2 - Assure an adequate and safe water supply to meet
the County’s current and long-term needs. The project does not
require a long-term water supply, and removal of the SCD and
OCRD does not remove an existing water source from use. During
construction, water will be provided via project dewatering wells
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and pumped water from the Carmel River. The maximum
construction water use will occur in August 2014, and is estimated at
20.88 acre-feet. This level of water use is temporary, and is not
expected to impact the County’s current or long-term water supply
needs. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Goal PS-2
of the General Plan.

34. Policy PS-3.1. Except as specifically set forth below, new
development for which a discretionary permit is required, and
that will use or require the use of water, shall be prohibited
without proof, based on specific findings and supported by
evidence, that there is a long-term, sustainable water supply,
both in quality and quantity to serve the development. This
requirement shall not apply to:

b. Specified development (a list to be developed by
ordinance) designed to provide: a) public infrastructure
or b) private infrastructure that provides critical or
necessary services to the public, and that will have a
minor or insubstantial net use of water (e.g. water
facilities, wastewater treatment facilities, road
construction projects, recycling or solid waste transfer
facilities).

The project involves removal of the SCD, OCRD, and related
improvements; rerouting of the Carmel River into San Clemente
Creek; and restoration. Therefore, the project qualifies for an
exemption as a public infrastructure project. The project removes an
identified public safety hazard, which is a critical and necessary
public service. In addition, as discussed above, increased water use
for the project is temporary (during construction), and is not
expected to impact the County’s long-term water supply needs.
Therefore, the proof of long-term sustainable water supply
requirement does not apply to the proposed project and the project is
consistent with General Plan Policy PS-3.1.

35. Policy PS-5.3 - Programs to facilitate recycling/diversion of
waste materials at new construction sites, demolition projects,
and remodeling projects shall be implemented. The project
includes demolition of the SCD, OCRD, and related facilities. Any
reinforcing steel will be separated from the concrete and transported
off-site for disposal; the clean concrete will be reused on-site to
stabilize sediment slopes. Rock spoils from channel construction will
be used for construction of a diversion dike. Any remaining rock
spoils will be used to help stabilize sediment slopes. Reuse of these
materials will minimize the amount of material hauled off-site for
disposal, thus reducing solid waste. Therefore, the proposed project
is consistent with Policy PS-5.3 of the General Plan.

36. Policy PS-5.4 - The maximum use of solid waste source
reduction, reuse, recycling, composting, and environmentally-
safe transformation of wastes, consistent with the protection of
the public’s health and safety, shall be promoted. See PS-5.3. The
proposed project is consistent with Policy PS-5.4 of the General
Plan.
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37.Policy PS-12.15 - The special character of designated historic
districts and neighborhoods shall be retained. An historic
resources inventory conducted as part of the project environmental
review identified nine individual historic period resources in the
project area. Six of the resources are contributors to a SCD Historic
District (SCDHD), including the SCD, and Fish Ladder; OCRD and
Fish Ladder; Chemical Building; Dam Keeper’s Cottage; Dam
Keeper’s House; and Filtration Plant Chemical Building. The project
includes removal of these contributing structures, which will alter
the character and setting of significant historic resources. This was
determined to be a significant and unavoidable impact to a
designated historic district in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, July 2012
Final SEIR No. 1, August 2012 Final SEIR No. 2, and April 2013
Addendum. Although it is a significant unavoidable impact under
CEQA, the project is not inconsistent with this General Plan policy.
Monterey County Code Section 18.25.030 defines “historic district™
as an area, which may include public rights-of-way, within the
County having special historic and architectural worth and
designated as such by the Board of Supervisors pursuant to the
provisions of that Chapter. The Board of Supervisors has not
designated the SCDHD as an historic district. As such, the term
“designated historic districts” does not apply to the project area. In
addition, the project site does not constitute a “neighborhood.”
Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with General Plan
Policy PS-12.15.

38. Policy CACH-1.6 - To assure that the value of the night sky in
not compromised, exterior lighting should not exceed the
minimum required to assure safety. The project does not install
new, permanent lighting. Temporary lighting will be used during
nighttime construction. Mitigation requires that lighting be directed
downward to the work area and shielded to reduce light spillover.
Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy CACH-1.6
of the Cachagua Area Plan.

39.Policy CACH-2.4 - The County shall require that any major
timber, mining, or public works projects incorporate features,
such as flag persons, signs, or warning lights, into the project to
ensure the safety of persons using public roads. Mitigation for
Issue TC-1 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1, which is
required as a condition of project approval, requires preparation of a
traffic safety plan that addresses the appropriate vehicle size and
speed; travel routes; flag person requirements; coordination with law
enforcement and fire control agencies; emergency access to ensure
child, pet and livestock safety; and the need for traffic and speed
limit signs including advance warning and/or construction work
zone signing on Carmel Valley Road. Mitigation also requires
preparation of a traffic coordination and communication plan that
defines the specific schedules for truck delivery and worker shifts to
avoid periods of peak commute traffic including school bus traffic
on area roadways. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with
Policy CACH-2.4 of the Cachagua Area Plan.
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40. Policy CACH-2.5 - Any major timber, mining, or public works
projects that use heavy vehicles on public roads shall be
required to maintain and restore such roads to the pre-project
level. The project includes the construction of a new intersection on
Carmel Valley Road, and construction vehicles would utilize Carmel
Valley Road to the THR route. As a condition of approval, the
Monterey County Public Works Department will require that the
applicant to enter into a Road Maintenance Agreement and repair
any damage to project access roads that occur during project
construction. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with
Policy CACH-2.5 of the Cachagua Area Plan.

41. Policy CACH-3.3 - Alteration of hillsides and natural landforms
caused by cutting, filling, grading, or vegetation removal shall be
minimized through sensitive siting and design of all
improvements and maximum feasible restoration. Where cut
and fill is unavoidable on steep slopes, disturbed areas shall be
re-vegetated. Approximately 830,000 cubic yards of accumulated
sediment behind the dam on the San Clemente Creek arm of the
reservoir and a portion of the Carmel River will be relocated to the
Carmel River arm sediment disposal area, where the bulk of
accumulated sediment already has been deposited. A portion of the
Carmel River will be permanently bypassed by cutting an
approximately 450-foot-long channel between the Carmel River and
San Clemente Creek, approximately 2,500 feet upstream of the Dam.
The bypassed portion of the Carmel River will be used as a sediment
disposal site for the accumulated sediment. Although natural
landforms will be substantially altered, the project has been designed
to avoid tree removal to the extent feasible (refer to Policy OS-5.11),
and is intended to restore the Carmel River to a more natural
condition. Given the nature of the project (dam removal and river re-
route) and the topography of the site (as shown in Item 6.1 in the
original application package), there is no alternative which
eliminates cut and fill on steep slopes. In addition, after removal of
the SCD and OCRD, the project area will be revegetated in
accordance with a Landscape Restoration Plan that utilizes an all-
native plant palette. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent
with Policy CACH-3.3 of the Cachagua Area Plan.

42.Policy CACH-3.4 - Removal of healthy, native oak, madrone,
and redwood trees in the Cachagua Planning Area shall be
discouraged. An ordinance shall be developed to identify
required procedures for removal of these trees. Said ordinance
shall take into account fuel modification needed for fire
prevention in the vicinity of structures and shall include:

a. permit requirements

b. replacement criteria

c. exceptions for emergencies and governmental agencies
The project application includes a Use Permit for removal of 1,266
trees. Pursuant to approval of this discretionary permit, the project is
consistent with this policy. Mitigation for tree removals in the
CACH Area Plan includes 100% replacement for protected non-oak
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trees at a 1:1 ratio, in addition to the following:

e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated at a 3:1 ratio for the
entire project area; and

e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated by providing or
acquiring a conservation easement.

e 100% of removed protected non-oak trees will be replaced at a
1:1 ratio for the Cachagua Area Plan.

Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with Policy CACH-3.4
of the Cachagua Area Plan.

43.Policy CACH-3.7 - New development shall be sited to protect
riparian vegetation and threatened fish species, minimize
erosion, and preserve the visual aspects of the Carmel and
Arroyo Seco Rivers. Private property owners are encouraged to
preserve the Carmel River in its natural state, to prevent erosion
and protect fishery habitat. Fishery habitats located above the
Los Padres and San Clemente Dams shall be maintained in a
productive state accessible to fish populations, especially
steelhead. The project results in short-term, significant and
unavoidable visual impacts (Issues VR-2, VR-3, and VR-6 in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1). However, the project includes
removal of the SCD, OCRD, and related improvements, and will
return the project site to a more natural character in the long-term.
Project mitigation (Issue GS-4 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR
No. 1) requires slope stabilization with rock and concrete and
implementation of erosion control and water quality best
management practices (BMPs) in the project stormwater pollution
prevention plan (SWPPP), among other measures. In addition,
stream restoration and revegetation will stabilize sediment in the
reservoir area and avoid long-term significant impacts (Issues WR-
2a and WR-2b in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1). Removal
of the SCD and OCRD addresses existing issues related to the dam
including impaired access for steelhead to 25 miles of upstream
spawning and rearing habitat, disruption of sediment transport to the
lower river and Carmel River beach, and ecological discontinuity of
aquatic and riparian habitats. Removing the dam resolves these
issues and provides significant benefits to both steelhead and
California red-legged frog. Therefore, the proposed project is
consistent with Policy CACH-3.7 of the Cachagua Area Plan.

44 Policy GMP-3.5 - Removal of healthy, native oak, Monterey
pine, and redwood trees in the Greater Monterey Peninsula
Planning Area shall be discouraged. An ordinance shall be
developed to identify required procedures for removal of these
trees. Said ordinance shall take into account fuel modification
needed for fire prevention in the vicinity of structures and shall
include:

a. Permit requirements

b. Replacement criteria

c. Exceptions for emergencies and governmental agencies
The project application includes a Use Permit for removal of 1,266
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e)

trees. This includes 824 Coast live oaks (655 in the GMP Area), 7
Valley oaks (6 in the GMP Area), and 4 Monterey Pines (all in the
GMP Area). No redwoods 6” in diameter or greater will be removed.
As described under Policy OS-5.11, three design changes were made
to avoid 49% of the trees that would have been removed by
implementation of the initial design. Therefore, the project has been
designed to avoid tree removal to the extent feasible. In addition, the
project mitigates oak tree removal as follows:
e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated at a 3:1 ratio; and
e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated by providing or
acquiring a conservation easement.
Protected non-oak trees in the CACH Plan Area will also be replaced
at a 1:1 ratio. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with
Policy GMP-3.5 of the Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan.
45.Policy GMP-4.1 - Redwood, pine, oak forest, and chaparral
habitat on land exceeding 25 percent slope, should remain
undisturbed due to potential erosion impacts and loss of visual
amenities. The project will not remove any redwood or pine trees,
but will remove 824 Coast live oaks (655 in the GMP Area), 7
Valley oaks (6 in the GMP Area), and 4 Monterey Pines (all in the
GMP Area). Several chaparral habitats will also be impacted by the
project. Given the nature of the project (dam removal and river re-
route) and the topography of the site (as shown in Item 6.1 in the
original application package and Item 6.1 in the revised application
package), there is no alternative which allows the project to be
implemented entirely on slopes of less than 25%. In addition, the
project is required to comply with a SWPPP, which includes erosion
control BMPs. Further, while the project results in short-term,
significant and unavoidable visual impacts (Issues VR-2, VR-3, and
VR-6 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1), it will return the
project site to a more natural character in the long-term. Therefore,
the proposed project is consistent with Policy GMP-4.1 of the
Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan.
The project planner conducted a site inspection on February 15, 2012,
May 23, 2012, and March 6, 2013 to verify that the project on the
subject parcel conforms to the plans listed above.
Pursuant to Title 16 Section 16.60.040.C, a Use Permit is required for
the removal of more than three protected trees on a lot in a one-year
period. The project will remove 1,266 protected trees. Therefore, a Use
Permit is required. See Finding #7 for more detail.
2010 General Plan Policy OS-3.5 prohibits development on slopes in
excess of twenty-five percent (25%) unless no feasible alternative exists
or the development better achieves the resource protection objectives
and policies contained in the General Plan and accompanying Area
Plans. The proposed project involves the removal of two dams and road
improvements, requiring development on slopes in excess of 25%.
There is no alternative that allows the project to be implemented entirely
on slopes of less than 25% (refer to Finding #6). In addition, the project
achieves the resource protection objectives and policies contained in the
Monterey County General Plan, CACH Area Plan, and GMP Area Plan
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FINDING:

g)

(refer to Finding #2).

The project was referred to the Carmel Valley Land Use Advisory
Committee (LUAC) and the Cachagua LUAC for review. Based on the
LUAC Procedure guidelines adopted by the Monterey County Board of
Supervisors per Resolution No. 08-338, this application warranted
referral to the LUAC because the project is subject to CEQA review.
The Carmel Valley LUAC discussed downstream flooding,
sedimentation transport, use of San Clemente Drive for construction
access, the timing of the Cachagua Road closures, the location of park
and ride lots for construction workers, and local hire practices before
supporting the project as proposed on a 4-1-2-0 vote on July 2, 2012. On
March 18, 2013, the Carmel Valley LUAC supported the THR route
provided that deference is given to the suggestions from the Sleepy
Hollow Homeowner’s Association.

The Cachagua LUAC reviewed the project on March 27, 2013 and April
24,2013. The Cachagua LUAC recommended approval of the project
on April 24, 2013 subject to the following conditions:

1) The suggestions in the April 19, 2013 letter from Sleepy Hollow
Homeowner’s Association (see Exhibit Q, Public Comments)
should be followed should be included in the project conditions
of approval, as deemed appropriate by County staff.

2) Once the land is transferred to the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM), public access is strongly encouraged.

3) The Planning Commission should take into consideration
repairing Carmel Valley Road from the Village to the new
access route to County standards following completion of the
project.

On April 11, 2013, the Carmel Valley Road Committee recommended
approval of the project with the following concerns and conditions:

1) Employees should be required to phase their arrival and
departure in accordance with the Sleepy Hollow provisions of 7
am to 7 pm to avoid school traffic.

2) To limit possible interactions between heavy trucks, school
buses and children en route to school, heavy trucks should be
limited in hours so that they cannot cross the intersection of
Carmel Valley Road and Ford Road between 9 am and 2:30 pm
when Carmel Unified School District is in session.

3) That dust control measures be in place to minimize dust on the

- new unpaved areas of Tularcitos High Road.

h) The application, project plans, and related support materials submitted

by the project applicant to the Monterey County RMA - Planning
Department for the proposed development found in Project File
PLN110373.

SITE SUITABILITY - The site is physically suitable for the use
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EVIDENCE:

FINDING:

b)

d

proposed.

The CDWR issued a safety order for the SCD early in the 1990s,
determining that structure could potentially fail in the event of either a
major earthquake or flood. The proposed project removes this safety
hazard.

The project involves removal of the SCD, OCRD, and related
improvements; rerouting of the Carmel River into San Clemente Creek;
and restoration. The project does not constitute the development of a
new land use.

The project has been reviewed by the following departments and
agencies: RMA — Planning Department, RMA — Public Works
Department, Environmental Health Bureau, Water Resources Agency,
Cachagua Fire Protection District, RMA — Building Department,
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, National Marine Fisheries
Service, and United States Fish and Wildlife Service. There has been no
indication from these departments/agencies that the site is not suitable
for the proposed dam removal. Conditions recommended have been
incorporated.

In addition to the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, SEIR No. 2, April
2013 Addendum and supporting documents, the following reports have
been prepared for the project:

- “Arborist Report/Forest Management Plan” (LIB#120294)
prepared by URS Corporation and HortScience, Inc., Oakland,
California, January 2012.

- “Flood Study: Hydraulic Analysis Summary Report”
(LIB#120295), April 2012.

- “Section 106 Technical Report Addendum” (LIB#120293)
prepared by URS Corporation and JRP Historical Consulting, LLC,
Oakland, California, March 2012.

- “Supplement to Arborist Report/Forest Management Plan”
(LIB#130139) prepared by URS Corporation and HortScience,
Inc., Oakland, California, March 2013.

- “Tularcitos Creek Bridge Flood Study” (LIB#130140) prepared by
URS Corporation, March 2013.

As discussed in the environmental documents and technical reports,
impacts identified in the environmental review have been mitigated to
the extent feasible.

Staff conducted site inspections on February 15, 2012, May 23, 2012,
and March 6, 2013 to verify that the site is suitable for the proposed
action. '

The application, project plans, and related support materials submitted
by the project applicant to the Monterey County RMA - Planning
Department for the proposed project found in Project File PLN110373.

HEALTH AND SAFETY - The establishment, maintenance, or
operation of the project applied for will not under the circumstances of
this particular case be detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals,
comfort, and general welfare of persons residing or working in the
neighborhood of such proposed use, or be detrimental or injurious to
property and improvements in the neighborhood or to the general
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EVIDENCE: a)

b)

d)

5. FINDING:

EVIDENCE: a)

6. FINDING:

welfare of the County.

CDWR issued a safety order for the San Clemente Dam structure in the
early 1990s, indicating that the dam could potentially fail in the event of
either a major earthquake or flood. Failing to address this problem
through dam strengthening, dam notching, or dam removal would
expose thousands of downstream residents to potentially significant
public safety hazards.

The project was reviewed by the RMA — Planning Department, RMA —
Public Works Department, Environmental Health Bureau, Water
Resources Agency, Cachagua Fire Protection District, RMA — Building
Department, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, National
Marine Fisheries Service, and United States Fish and Wildlife Service.
The respective agencies have recommended conditions, where
appropriate, to ensure that the project will not have an adverse effect on
the health, safety, and welfare of persons either residing or working in
the neighborhood.

Necessary public facilities are available. During construction, water will
be provided via project dewatering wells and pumped water from the
Carmel River. The project does not require a long-term water supply.
Sewer services will be provided by portable toilets, and effluent will be
disposed of using waste hauler trucks. The project does not require
long-term sewer services.

Staff conducted site inspections on February 15, 2012, May 23, 2012,
and March 6, 2013 to verify that construction of the THR access route
and removal of the SCD and OCRD at the project site will not be
detrimental to health and safety of nearby residences.

The application, project plans, and related support materials submitted
by the project applicant to the Monterey County RMA - Planning
Department for the proposed development found in Project File
PLN110373.

NO VIOLATIONS - The subject property is in compliance with all
rules and regulations pertaining to zoning uses, subdivision, and any
other applicable provisions of the County’s zoning ordinance. No
violations exist on the property.

Staff reviewed Monterey County RMA — Planning Department and
Building Services Department records and is not aware of any violations
existing on subject property.

Staff conducted site inspections on February 15, 2012, May 23, 2012,
and March 6, 2013 and researched County records to assess if any
violation exists on the subject property.

There are no known violations on the subject parcel.

The application, plans and supporting materials submitted by the project
applicant to the Monterey County Planning Department for the proposed
development are found in Project File PLN110373.

DEVELOPMENT ON SLOPE — There is no feasible alternative that
allows development to occur on slopes of less than 25%. In addition, the
proposed development better achieves the goals, policies and objectives
of the Monterey County General Plan, Cachagua Area Plan, Greater
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EVIDENCE:

FINDING:

EVIDENCE:

a)

b)

d)

b)

Monterey Peninsula Area Plan, and the Monterey County Zoning
Ordinance (Title 21) than other development alternatives.

In accordance with the applicable policies of the Cachagua Area Plan,
Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan, and the Monterey County
Zoning Ordinance (Title 21), a Use Permit is required and the standards
to grant said permits have been met.

The project includes application for development on slopes exceeding
25%.

Given the nature of the project (dam removal and river re-route) and the
steep topography of the site, there is no alternative which allows the
project to be implemented entirely on slopes of less than 25%. In
addition, removal of the San Clemente Dam and Old Carmel River Dam
addresses existing issues related to the dam including impaired access
for steelhead to 25 miles of upstream spawning and rearing habitat,
disruption of sediment transport to the lower river and Carmel River
beach, and ecological discontinuity of aquatic and riparian habitats.
Removing the dams resolves these issues and provides significant
benefits to both steelhead and California red-legged frog. As a result,
the project achieves the resource protection objectives and policies
contained in the Monterey County General Plan, Cachagua Area Plan,
and Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan (see Finding #2).

The application, plans and supporting materials submitted by the project
applicant to the Monterey County Planning Department for the proposed
development are found in Project File PLN11073.

The project planner conducted site inspections on February 15, 2012, -
May 23, 2012, and March 6, 2013.

TREE REMOVAL — The tree removal is the minimum required under
the circumstances and the removal will not involve a risk of adverse
environmental impacts.

The project includes an application for the removal of 1,266 trees. In
accordance with the applicable policies of the Cachagua Area Plan,
Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan, and the Monterey County
Zoning Ordinance (Title 21), a Use Permit is required and the standards
to grant said permit have been met.

The project site lies in two planning areas: the Greater Monterey
Peninsula Area Plan and the Cachagua Area Plan, each with a distinct
list of protected trees. The Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan
protects oak trees. The Cachagua Area Plan list of protected trees
includes Santa Lucia Fir, Black Cottonwood, Fremont Cottonwood, Box
Elder, Willows, California Laurel, Sycamore, Oak and Madrone. The
project will remove 1,266 protected trees, including 66 Black
Cottonwood, 8 Fremont Cottonwood, 242 Willow, 66 California Laurel,
35 Sycamore, 3 Blue Oak, 824 Coast Live Oak, 7 Valley Oak, and 11
Madrone.

Title 21 Section 21.64.260.C.3 states that no native tree six inches or
more in diameter two feet above ground level shall be removed in the
Cachagua Area Plan area without approval of the permit(s) required in
Subsection 21.64.240.D. Native trees include Santa Lucia Fir, Black
Cottonwood, Fremont Cottonwood, Box Elder, Willows, California
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d)

g)

h)

Laurel, Sycamore, Oak and Madrone. Subsection D states that a Use
Permit is required for the removal of more than three protected trees.
The project proposes to remove 1,266 native trees. Therefore, a Use
Permit is required.
Title 21 Section 21.64.260.C.4 states that no oak tree six inches or more
in diameter two feet above ground level may be removed in any area of
the County of Monterey designated in the applicable area plan as
Resource Conservation, Residential, Commercial or Industrial without
approval of the permit(s) required in Subsection 21.64.240.D.
Subsection D states that a Use Permit is required for the removal of
more than three protected trees. The project will remove 3 Blue Oak,
824 Coast Live Oak, and 7 Valley Oak. Therefore, a Use Permit is
required.
A combined Arborist Report and Forest Management Plan was prepared
by URS Corporation and HortScience, Inc. in January 2012 and updated
by URS Corporation and HortScience, Inc. in March 2013 (LIB#120294
and LIB#130139, respectively).
Measures for tree protection during construction have been incorporated
as conditions of approval and include tree protection zones, trunk
protection, hand excavation and bridging roots.
The project has been designed and sited to minimize the removal of
protected trees to the greatest extent feasible. The protected trees in the
vicinity of the project construction activities were inventoried and
mapped. These maps then were overlaid on the design plans to see if
changes could be made to minimize tree removals. As a result, three
design changes were made to minimize removal of protected trees,
avoiding 49% of the trees that would have been removed by
implementation of the initial design. The first design change relocated
staging areas to avoid removing groves of large oaks, avoiding the
removal of 893 protected trees. The second design change resulted in
avoidance of 251 additional trees through modifications to the former
access road (Jeep Trail and Reservoir Access Road). The third design
change involved both a change in the access routes from the Jeep Trail
and Reservoir Access Road to the THR route, and changes to the THR
route to reduce tree impacts (e.g. reduction in size of staging areas, road
alignment to avoid trees). As a result, the total number of protected trees
proposed for removal was reduced from 2,463 to 1,266.
The removal will not involve a risk of adverse environmental impacts.
Impacts related to water quality, biological and ecological systems,
noise, and wildlife habitat were addressed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS,
SEIR No. 1, SEIR No. 2, and April 2013 Addendum. Mitigation
measures have been incorporated to reduce impacts where feasible. The
project mitigates tree removal as follows:

e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated at a 3:1 ratio for the

entire project area; and
e 50% of removed oak trees will be mitigated by providing or
acquiring a conservation easement.

In accordance with the project restoration plan, a total of 1,527 oak trees
and 11,031 non-oak trees will be re-planted. Trees will be planted in an
ecologically sound manner blending with the surrounding oak
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FINDING:

EVIDENCE:

)

b)

woodlands and riparian habitats.

Staff conducted a site inspection on February 15, 2012, May 23, 2012,
and March 6, 2013 to verify that the tree removal is the minimum
necessary for the project and to identify any potential adverse
environmental impacts related to the proposed tree removal.

The application, plans and supporting materials submitted by the project
applicant to the Monterey County Planning Department for the proposed
development are found in Project File PLN110373.

OAK WOODLANDS — The project, as conditioned and mitigated, will
not have significant environmental impacts to oak woodlands.

The application includes a Use Permit for the removal of 1,266
protected trees. Of these, 448 have a diameter of 12 to 18 inches, 199
have a diameter of 18 to 24 inches, and 108 have a diameter of over 24
inches (heritage trees). Of the trees proposed for removal, 834 are oak
trees. Most tree removals (726) will occur as a result of dam removal.
451 trees would be removed for construction of the THR route. The
remaining 89 trees would be removed for construction of the Plunge
Pool Road.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21083.4, the County must
determine whether a project within its jurisdiction may result in a
conversion of oak woodlands that will have a significant effect on the
environment. If the County determines that the project may have a
significant effect on oak woodlands, the County must require feasible
mitigation measures to mitigate the significant effect of the conversion
of oak woodlands. This project site contains oak woodlands. Fish and
Game Code Section 1361 states: "Oak Woodlands means an oak stand
with a greater than 10 percent canopy cover or that may have
historically supported greater than 10 percent canopy cover." The
project may have a potential impact resulting from the conversion of
oak woodlands, but the impacts are mitigated by requiring the applicant
to implement the mitigation measures identified in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS and Draft SEIR No. 1. Mitigation measure VE-2 requires
replacement of up to half the oak trees at a 3:1 ratio, provision or
acquisition of a conservation easement sufficient to mitigate at least half
of the loss of oak trees, and five year monitoring in accordance with a
Botanical Resources Management Plan (Appendix U in Exhibit L,
SEIR No. 1) and Forest Management Plan (Attachment C in Exhibit H,
Original Project Application and Attachment 3 in Exhibit J, Revised
Project Application).

The applicant is required to enter into an agreement to implement the
MMRP pursuant to Condition #5.

Combined Arborist Report and Forest Management Plan prepared by
URS Corporation and HortScience, Inc., January 2012 (Attachment C in
Exhibit H, Original Project Application).

Supplement to the Arborist Report and Forest Management Plan
prepared by URS Corporation and HortScience, Inc., March 2013
(Attachment 3 in Exhibit J, Revised Project Application).

Botanical Resources Management Plan (Appendix U in Exhibit L,
SEIR No. 1).
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g

h)

a)

b)

Staff conducted site inspections on February 15, 2012, May 23, 2012,
and March 6, 2013 to verify that impacts to oak woodlands will be
minimized through project design and adequately mitigated in
accordance with County and State requirements.

The 2008 Final EIR/EIS, Draft SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum
analyzed impacts to oak woodlands. As described in Issue VE-2 (Loss
of Protected Oak Woodland), the project results in the loss of
approximately 21 acres of oak woodlands (increased from 18 acres
disclosed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and Draft SEIR No. 1). The
increase in acreage is due to the longer length of access and also the fact
that the mapping includes some ruderal areas as oak woodland.
Although the acreage has increased, the number of protected trees
proposed for removal has decreased. Mitigation VE-2 requires
replacement of up to half the oak trees at a 3:1 ratio. All plant materials
will be derived from Carmel Valley area populations and be monitored
for five years after planting. Mitigation also requires that a conservation
easement be provided or acquired sufficient to mitigate at least half of
the loss of oak trees. These measures have been incorporated as project
conditions of approval and reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

Administrative record, including materials in RMA-Planning
Department file PLN110373.

CEQA (FINAL EIR/EIS, SUPPLEMENTAL EIRs AND
ADDENDUM) — The County, as a responsible agency under CEQA,
has considered the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, July 2012 Final SEIR No. 1,
August 2012 Final SEIR No. 2, and April 2013 Addendum prepared by
the lead agencies.
In 2006, CDWR the released a Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San
Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project that evaluated five alternatives to
meet the project purposes and objectives. These included:

e Alternative 1: Dam Notching

e Alternative 2. Dam Removal

e Alternative 3. Carmel River Reroute and Dam Removal (the

current project)

e Alternative 4. No Project

e Proponent’s Proposed Project: Dam Strengthening
The Final EIR/EIS was certified by the CDWR on December 31, 2007
and it was filed with the State Clearinghouse in January 2008. The
cover of the Final EIR/EIS is dated January 2008 which is the date used
in this resolution. In February 2008, CDWR selected Alternative 3.
Since selection of Alternative 3, CAW identified several necessary
changes to Alternative 3. CDWR, as a lead agency, evaluated the
proposed changes, and determined that a supplement to the Final EIR
(SEIR) needed to be prepared. The Draft SEIR No. 1, prepared by
CDWR, describes the revised project features and analyzes potential
impacts associated with changes to the project and to proposed
mitigation. The Draft SEIR No. 1 was released on April 24, 2012 for a
45-day public review period. The Final SEIR No. 1 was certified in July

Page 25



10.

FINDING:

EVIDENCE:

d)

a)

2012.

DWR did not address removal of the Old Carmel River Dam in the
April 2012 SEIR or SEIR No. 1. Removal of this dam and related
facilities is now proposed. Therefore, a Second Draft SEIR (SEIR No.
2) was prepared by the California Coastal Conservancy to specifically
address impacts related to removal of Old Carmel River Dam. The Draft
SEIR No. 2 was released on June 14, 2012 for a 45-day review period.
The Final SEIR No. 2 was certified in August 2012.

In response to Planning Commission direction and public comment,
CAW elected to modify project access from Cachagua Road and the
Jeep Trail/Reservoir Access Road to the Tularcitos High Road (THR).
A similar route was analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS for the
Proponent’s Proposed Project. CDWR, as a lead agency, evaluated
modifications to the proposed route, and determined that an Addendum
was appropriate. The April 2013 Addendum, prepared by CDWR,
describes the modifications to the THR route and compares potential
impacts with those analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as
supplemented. The April EIR Addendum was certified by CDWR on
April 5, 2013. Although not required for an Addendum under CEQA,
the County elected to release the document for public review. The
document was placed on the County website and copies were made
available at the RMA-Planning counter. The availability of the EIR
Addendum was noted in the Public Hearing Notice for the May 8, 2013
Planning Commission meeting.

None of the conditions described in Section 15162 of the CEQA
Guidelines calling for the preparation of a Supplemental or Subsequent
EIR have occurred. Minor revisions to the EIR/EIS were needed to
analyze the Tulacaritos High Road Route but this change to the project
did not require major revisions to the EIR/EIS due to the involvement of
new environmental effects or substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified environmental effects. In addition, there has been
no new information or change in circumstances not previously known
that shows new significant effects or more severe effects.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
IDENTIFIED IN THE EIR THAT ARE REDUCED TO A LEVEL
OF “LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT” BY THE MITIGATION
MEASURES IDENTIFIED IN THE EIR AND ADOPTED FOR
THE PROJECT - Per Public Resources Code section 21081(a)(1),
with respect to significant effects on the environment identified in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, SEIR No. 2, and April 2013
Addendum (collectively referred to as “environmental documents™),
changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment,
as described below.

The environmental documents identified potentially significant impacts
to Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Resources, Water Quality,
Fisheries, Vegetation and Wildlife, Wetlands, Air Quality, Greenhouse
Gas Emissions, Noise, Traffic and Circulation, Cultural Resources, and
Visual Resources (Aesthetics) which could result from all components
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of project. Impacts to Geology and Soils, Fisheries, Vegetation and
Wildlife, Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and Traffic and
Circulation are mitigated to a less than significant level due to
incorporation of mitigation measures from the environmental documents
into the conditions of project approval.

Geology and Soil. Issue GS-5 (Bypass Rock Removal by Blasting) in
the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1has been mitigated through
measure GS-5 requiring implementation of measures in the blasting plan
such as controlling excessive vibration by limiting the size of charges
and using charge delays. BMPs are customized to address site-specific
conditions encountered on the steep slopes that adjoin the river. Erosion
contro]l measures included in the SWPPP (Appendix K in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS) will be implemented. The April 2013 Addendum found that
geology and soils impacts of the THR route would be similar to those
analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as supplemented, and that the same
mitigation would continue to apply. Mitigation monitoring for GS-5
will be reported to the Monterey County RMA — Planning Department.
Refer also to Finding 11 for geology and soils impacts and mitigation
measures that will be overseen by agencies other than the County of
Monterey. See Section 4.1 of the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, Section 4.1 of the
SEIR No. 1, and Attachment 1to the April 2013 Addendum (for a
general discussion of geology and soils impacts associated with the
THR route).

Fisheries. Issue FI-15 (Sleepy Hollow Steelhead Rearing Facility) in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1is substantially lessened by
adoption of mitigation measure FI-15 requiring that an alternative water
supply be made available to the SHSRF in the Carmel River. The April
2013 Addendum found that fisheries impacts of the THR route would be
similar to those analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as supplemented,
and that the same mitigation would continue to apply. Mitigation
monitoring for this measure will be reported to the Monterey County
RMA — Planning Department. Refer also to Finding 11 for fisheries
impacts and mitigation measures that will be overseen by agencies other
than the County of Monterey. See Section 4.4 of the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, Section 4.4 of the SEIR No.1, and Section 4.2.3 of the SEIR
No. 2.

Vegetation and Wildlife. Issue VE-2 (Loss of Protected Oak Woodland)
in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum is
substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure VE-2 requiring
that impacts to oak trees be avoided by confining access improvement
activity in the vicinity of the oak woodlands. This measure also requires
replacement of up to half the oak trees at a 3:1 ratio, provision or
acquisition of a conservation easement sufficient to mitigate at least half
of the loss of oak trees, and five year monitoring in accordance with a
Botanical Resources Management Plan (Appendix U in Exhibit L,
SEIR No. 1) and Forest Management Plan (Attachment C in Exhibit H,
Original Project Application, and Attachment 3 in Exhibit J, Revised
Project Application). Issue VE-3 (Loss of Other Native Vegetation) in
the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1 (Issue VE-3a in the SEIR No. 2),
and April 2013 Addendum is substantially lessened by adoption of
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mitigation measure VE-3 (VE-3a in the SEIR No. 2) requiring that
footprints minimize loss of native vegetation, fencing to prevent
encroachment into undisturbed native habitat or within the dripline of
native trees, diffuse outflows to minimize erosion, supplemental
irrigation, and implementation of measures identified in the Botanical
Resources Management Plan. Issue WI-9 (Pre-Existing Access Road
Improvements) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1 is
substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure WI-9 requiring
that tree and vegetation removal be restricted to the minimum amount
necessary to allow access by construction vehicles. Mitigation also
includes mapping and flagging of active wood rat nests, planning routes
to avoid dusky footed wood rat nests, erosion controls and barriers, and
conducing of CTS surveys. Issue WI-15 (Nighttime Work and
Associated Lighting) in the SEIR No. 1 is substantially lessened by
adoption of mitigation measure WI-15 requiring that lighting be directed
downward and shielded to reduce light spillover onto adjacent wildlife
habitats. Nighttime work will be conducted outside of the nesting
season, if possible, or a protocol-level pre-construction survey will be
conducted and associated recommendations implemented. The April
2013 Addendum found that vegetation and wildlife impacts of the THR
route would be similar to those analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as
supplemented, and that the same mitigation would continue to apply.
Mitigation monitoring for VE-2, VE-3 (VE-3a in the SEIR No. 2), WI-9
and WI-15 will be reported to the Monterey County RMA — Planning
Department. Refer also to Finding 11 for vegetation and wildlife
impacts and mitigation measures that will be overseen by agencies other
than the County of Monterey. See Section 4.5 of the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, Section 4.5 of the SEIR No.1, Section 4.2.4 in the SEIR No. 2,
and Attachment 1 to the April 2013 Addendum (for Issues VE-2, VE-3,
and WI-8).

Air Quality. Issue AQ-2 (Access Road Upgrades) was considered
significant and unavoidable in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS. However,
mitigated fugitive dust emissions were recalculated during preparation
of the SEIR No. 1 and were found to be less than the MBUAPCD
threshold of significance (82 lbs/day). The April 2013 Addendum found
that impacts of the THR route would be similar to those analyzed in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, as supplemented. This issue was not discussed in
the SEIR No. 2. The impact has been substantially lessened by adoption
of mitigation measure AQ-2 requiring that crushed rock be used as a
final base on unpaved roads; watering of unpaved or unrocked roads,
parking areas, and staging areas; implementation of water quality
BMPs; use of non-toxic chemical stabilizers or dust suppressants; use of
street sweepers to prevent sediment accumulation on paved roads;
enforcement of a 15-mph speed limit on unpaved haul roads;
implementation of PMg controls on access roads, including paving and
coarse graveling, in addition to periodic watering, along with practical
and cost-effective NOX controls for diesel vehicles and equipment.
Mitigation monitoring for mitigation measure AQ-2 will be reported to
the Monterey County RMA — Planning Department. See Section 4.7 of
the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, Section 4.7 of the SEIR No.1, and Attachment
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FINDING:

2

1 to the April 2013 Addendum.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Alternative 3 Project-Generated Emissions
impacts (no impact number provided) were discussed in the SEIR No. 1
and the April 2013 Addendum. This impact has been substantially
lessened by adoption of mitigation measures requiring maximum on-
road fuel efficiency; developing a VMT reduction plan; using carpools,
vanpools, or shuttle services to reduce worker-related VMT; reducing
unnecessary idling through use of auxiliary power units, electric
equipment and enforcement of idling and speed limits; maintaining
engines and equipment efficiently; implementing a construction and
demolition plan that will result in at least 50 percent diversion through
reuse or recycling of nonhazardous construction waste; hauling non-
reusable materials to the nearest waste disposal facility. The April 2013
Addendum found that greenhouse gas emissions of the THR route
would be lower than those analyzed in the SEIR No. 1, and that the
same mitigation would continue to apply. Mitigation monitoring for
these measures will be reported to the Monterey County RMA —
Planning Department. See Section 4.7a of the SEIR No.1 and
Attachment 1 to the April 2013 Addendum.

Traffic and Circulation. Issue TC-7 (Pavement Loadings) in the 2008
Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum is substantially
lessened by adoption of mitigation measure TC-7 requiring that the
applicant coordinate with local agencies to determine whether the
proposed routes for truck travel are appropriate before beginning
construction. The applicant will repair any damage to County roads and
will restore them to pre-project conditions immediately after
construction has been completed. The 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR
No. 1 identified potentially significant traffic and circulation impacts
related to delays to emergency vehicles (Issue TC-8), which would have
been substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure TC-8.
Because Tassajara and Cachagua Roads are no longer proposed to be
used for access, this impact and associated mitigation measure no longer
applies to the project. The April 2013 Addendum found that traffic and
circulation impacts of the THR route would generally be similar to those
analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as supplemented, and that the same
mitigation would continue to apply (except for Issue TC-8, which would
be eliminated). Refer also to Finding 11 for traffic and circulation
impacts and mitigation measures that will be overseen by agencies other
than the County of Monterey. See Section 4.9 of the 2008 Final
EIRV/EIS, Section 4.9 of the SEIR No.1, and Attachment 1 to the April
2013 Addendum (for a general discussion of traffic and circulation
impacts associated with the THR route).

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
IDENTIFIED IN THE EIR THAT ARE REDUCED TO A LEVEL
OF “LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT” BY CHANGES OR
ALTERATIONS ADOPTED BY ANOTHER PUBLIC AGENCY —
Per Public Resources Code Section 21081(a)(2), with respect to
significant effects on the environment identified in the Final EIR/EIS,
SEIR No. 1, SEIR No. 2, and Addendum (collectively referred to as
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“environmental documents”), changes or alterations have been adopted
by, or can and should be adopted by, a public agency other than the
County of Monterey, which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on
the environment, as described below. Although these measures are
adopted by another public agency, they are required as conditions of
project approval and the County of Monterey has elected to be added as
a monitoring agency.

The environmental documents identified potentially significant impacts
to Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Resources, Water Quality,
Fisheries, Vegetation and Wildlife, Wetlands, Air Quality, Greenhouse
Gas Emissions, Noise, Traffic and Circulation, Cultural Resources, and
Visual Resources (Aesthetics) which could result from all components
of project. Impacts to Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water
Resources, Water Quality, Fisheries, Vegetation and Wildlife,
Wetlands, Traffic and Circulation, and Cultural Resources are mitigated
to a less than significant level due to incorporation of changes or
alterations that have been adopted by, or can and should be adopted by,
another public agency.

Geology and Soil. Issues GS-2 (Access Route Landslide/Slope Stability)
and GS-4 (Soil Erosion) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and
April 2013 Addendum have been mitigated through measure GS-2
requiring geotechnical design of road improvements and measure GS-4
requiring stabilization of sediment slopes with rock and clean concrete,
use of in-situ treatments, construction of channels to route storm flows,
and the implementation of standard erosion control methods and BMPs
on both the upslope and downslope sides of all construction zones.
BMPs are customized to address site-specific conditions encountered on
the steep slopes that adjoin the river. Erosion control measures included
in the SWPPP (Appendix K in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS) will be
implemented. The April 2013 Addendum found that geology and soils
impacts of the THR route would be similar to those analyzed in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, as supplemented, and that the same mitigation
would continue to apply. Mitigation measures GS-2 and GS-4 in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum apply to
the project and have been adopted by the Lead Agency (CDWR), will
be implemented by the applicant, and overseen by agencies other than
the County of Monterey. See Section 4.1 of the 2008 Final EIR/EIS,
Section 4.1 of the SEIR No. 1, and Attachment 1to the April 2013
Addendum.

Hydrology and Water Resources. Issues WR-3b (Increased Sediment
Deposition that Obstructs Fish Passage) and WR-7 (Impact to

Location or Timing of Water Supply Diversions) in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum have been mitigated
through measures WR-3b requiring design of the reconstructed channel
and bypass channel to allow for fish passage and WR-7 requiring
operation of the diversion to maintain fish passage flows in January-
May. The April 2013 Addendum found that hydrology and water
resources impacts of the THR route would be similar to those analyzed
in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as supplemented, and that the same
mitigation would continue to apply. Mitigation measures WR-3b and
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WR-7 have been adopted by the Lead Agency (CDWR), will be
implemented by the applicant, and overseen by agencies other than the
County of Monterey. See Section 4.2 of the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and
Section 4.2 of the SEIR No. 1, and Attachment 1to the April 2013
Addendum (for a general discussion of hydrology and water resources
impacts associated with the THR route).

Water Quality. Issues WQ-1 (Road Construction and Improvement
Activities), WQ-2 (Instream, Streambank, and/or Stream Margin
Construction Activities), WQ-3 (Accidental Leaks and Spills of Toxic
Substances), WQ-5 (Stream Diversions Ponded Areas), WQ-6 (Stream
Diversions Return of Bypassed Flows), WQ-7 (Rewatering After
Stream Diversions), WQ-8 (Discharge from Settling Basins), WQ-14
(Dam-related Construction or Demolition), WQ-16 (Sediment
Disposal), and WQ-17 (Construction of Diversion Channel and
Diversion Dike) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 2, and April 2013
Addendum have been mitigated through implementation of erosion
control measures identified in the SWPPP (Appendix K in the 2008
Final EIR/EIS) (required by measures WQ-1 through WQ-3, WQ-7,
WQ-8, WQ-14, and WQ-17), and revegetation of stream margins with
native species as identified in the Botanical Resources Management
Plan (Appendix U in the Final SEIR No. 1). The SWPPP may be
modified during consultation with the CCRWQCB and other permitting
agencies to include additional provisions to prevent impacts due to
erosion and sediment input to protect streams from
construction/deconstruction activities. In addition, measure WQ-5
requires pipeline design to minimize effects, monitoring, and mixing to
reduce high water temperatures; measure WQ-6 requires energy
dissipation structures; and measure WQ-16 requires monitoring of the
sediment disposal site and erosion control as needed. Issue WQ-12a in
the SEIR No. 2 (Removal of OCRD) has been mitigated through
revegetation of stream margins when construction is complete. The
April 2013 Addendum found that water quality impacts of the THR
route would be similar to those analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as
supplemented, and that the same mitigation would continue to apply.
These mitigation measures have been adopted by the Lead Agency
(CDWR), will be implemented by the applicant, and overseen by
agencies other than the County of Monterey. See Section 4.3 of the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, Section 4.3 of the SEIR No.1, Section 4.2.2 in the
SEIR No. 2, and Attachment 1 to the April 2013 Addendum (for Issues
WQ-1, WQ-2, and WQ-3).

Fisheries. Issues FI-2, FI-4, and FI-5 were considered significant and
unavoidable in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, but reduced to less than
significant with mitigation in the SEIR No. 1 and April 2013 Addendum
(for Issue FI-2). These impacts were not discussed in the SEIR No. 2.
Issue FI-2 (Dewatering River Channels for Construction Purposes) is
substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure FI-2 requiring
fish rescue, erosion control and water quality protection, implementing
measures in the SWPPP, stream channel restoration, and adoption of
measures provided by NMFS and CDFW. The April 2013 Addendum
found that this impact of the THR route’s bridge over Tularcitos Creek
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and the possible new bridge at Sleepy Hollow Ford would have the
same impacts as those analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as
supplemented, and that the same mitigation would continue to apply in
both locations. The April 2013 Addendum found that other fisheries
impacts of the THR route would be similar to those analyzed in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, as supplemented, and that the same mitigation
would continue to apply. Issue FI-4 (Diversion of Carmel River and San
Clemente Creek around San Clemente Reservoir for Construction
Purposes) has been reduced by adoption of mitigation measure FI-4
which requires that fish be rescued from the area of the diversion sites
prior to constructing the diversion structures and transported to
relocation sites. Issue FI-5 (Reservoir Dewatering) has been reduced by
adoption of mitigation measure FI-5 which requires installation of nets
and fish traps across the channels leading into the reservoir to prevent
fish from swimming upstream into the Carmel River and San Clemente
Creek. A fish rescue will occur in the reservoir during drawdown.
Rescued fish will be relocated to other suitable habitat downstream of
OCRD in the Carmel River. Issues FI-1 (Access Route Improvements),
FI-6 (Water Quality Effects on Fish), FI-10 (Relocate CAW Water
Diversion Upstream), FI-13 (Stream Sediment Removal, Storage, and
Associated Restoration) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and
April 2013 Addendum (for Issue FI-1), and Issue FI-14a (Removal of
OCRD) in the SEIR No. 2 are substantially lessened by adoption of
mitigation measure FI-1 requiring implementation of BMPs for riparian
vegetation identified in the Botanical Resources Management Plan
(Appendix U in the SEIR No. 1), implementing measures in the SWPPP
(Appendix K in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS), and revegetation of stream
margins with native species; measure FI-6 requiring a water quality
protection plan, diverting flows around the reservoir, drawdown timing,
insulating or shading diversion pipes, and aeration; measure FI-10
requiring an Operations Plan to be developed in conjunction with
NMFS, CDFW, SWRCB, and the MPWMD to establish flows for
steelhead habitat in this reach of the river; measure FI-13 requiring
construction of a new channel for the Carmel River through the
diversion bypass channel between the Carmel River and San Clemente
Creek, and down the San Clemente Creek arm; and measure FI-15
requiring that an alternative water supply be made available to the
SHSRF in the Carmel River. Channel restoration activities will include
excavation and placement of gravel, cobble, and boulder materials
salvaged during sediment removal. Habitat in the restored channels will
be revegetated with native trees and shrubs. The SCD will be removed,
restoring unimpaired fish access past the SCD site to the upper
watershed and substantially restoring sediment transport to the lower
river; and measure FI-14a requiring preparation of a fish rescue and
relocation plan, provided to and approved by the appropriate resource
agencies before the OCRD diversion system is installed. These
mitigation measures have been adopted by the Lead Agency (CDWR),
will be implemented by the applicant, and overseen by agencies other
than the County of Monterey. Although implementation of measures
identified for these impacts cannot guarantee the survival of all fish,

Page 32



adoption of measures approved by NMFS and CDFW for the benefit of
steelhead will reduce the overall impact to that species to less than
significant. Adoption of measures that will avoid significant impacts to
steelhead are anticipated to reduce the overall impact to any non-listed
species to less than significant. See Section 4.4 of the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, Section 4.4 of the SEIR No.1, Section 4.2.4 in the SEIR No. 2,
and Attachment 1 to the April 2013 Addendum (for Issues FI-1 and FI-
2).

Vegetation and Wildlife. Issue VE-1 (Special-Status Plant Species) in
the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum is
substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure VE-1 requiring
that, to the extent possible, populations of CNPS List 4 species be
avoided during construction activities. Issue VE-4 (Indirect Effects on
Native Vegetation) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April
2013 Addendum is substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation
measure VE-4 requiring BMPs for erosion control; minimizing changes
to existing drainage patterns; avoiding work within tree dripline; dust
control; revegetation; and monitoring. Issue WI-2 (Removal of
Ancillary Facilities) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1 is
substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure WI-2 requiring
preconstruction surveys followed by consultation. Issue WI-3
(Cofferdam Construction and Plunge Pool Dewatering) was considered
significant and unavoidable in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, but reduced to
less than significant with mitigation in the SEIR No. 1. This impact was
not discussed in the SEIR No. 2 or April 2013 Addendum. The impact
has been reduced by adoption of mitigation measure WI-3 which
requires pre-construction surveys, the capture and relocation of CRLF,
western pond turtles, two-striped garter snakes, and other special status
species, and a bullfrog eradication program. Issue WI-4a (Removal of
the OCRD) in the SEIR No. 2 is substantially lessened by adoption of
mitigation measure WI-4a which requires site habitat assessment,
preconstruction surveys, and implementation of protection measures
identified in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1. Issue WI-8
(Vegetation Removal and Construction-Related Disturbance) in the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum is
substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure WI-8 requiring
that vegetation removal be accomplished outside of the nesting season.
If removal does occur during the nesting season, protocol-level pre-
construction surveys for breeding birds will be conducted by a qualified
wildlife biologist and recommendations will be implemented. Issues
WI-10, WI-11, and WI-13 were considered significant and unavoidable
in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, but reduced to less than significant with
mitigation in the SEIR No. 1. These issues were not discussed in the
SEIR No. 2 or 2013 Addendum. Issue WI-10 (Reservoir Drawdown or
Elimination with Sediment Removal) has been reduced by adoption of
mitigation measure WI-10 which requires that CDFW and USFWS
approved biologists monitor and oversee all terrestrial wildlife-related
activities associated with the drawdown and subsequent activities in the
reservoir bed. The biologists and crew will rescue CRLF, tadpoles, and
western pond turtle adults, juveniles and hatchlings from the inlet
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streams and pools in the sediment bed, and relocate them to appropriate
nearby aquatic habitat within one mile of the San Clemente reservoir
site. Other native wildlife taken incidentally during these operations will
be transported to appropriate habitat. Issue WI-11 (Sediment Removal)
has been reduced by adoption of mitigation measure WI-11 which
requires amphibian rescue and relocation, predator control, restrictions
on vegetation clearing, abundance surveys, and adoption of measures
approved by USFWS for the protection of CRLF populations. Issue WI-
13 (Bypass Channel Excavation) has been reduced by adoption of
mitigation measure WI-13 which requires rescue and relocation of
CRLF and Western pond turtle, presence/absence surveys for special-
status species, flagging for avoidance, and adoption of measures
approved by USFWS for the protection of CRLF populations. Issue WI-
14 (Increased traffic on Cachagua/Jeep Trail), which was determined to
be potentially significant but mitigable in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and
SEIR No. 1, no longer applies to the project because the use of
Cachagua Road and the Jeep Trail is no longer proposed. Mitigation
measure WI-14 (which required the avoidance of nighttime
construction-related vehicle traffic during October-April in areas closest
to potential suitable habitat for CTS, among other measures) would no
longer be required. Mitigation measures in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS still

~ apply to the project and have been adopted by the Lead Agency

(CDWR), will be implemented by the applicant, and overseen by
agencies other than the County of Monterey. See Section 4.5 of the
2008 Final EIR/EIS, Section 4.5 of the SEIR No.1, Section 4.2.4 in the
SEIR No. 2, and Attachment 1 to the April 2013 Addendum (for a
general discussion of vegetation and wildlife impacts associated with
the THR route).

Wetlands. Issue WET-1 (Permanent Loss of Wetlands and Other Waters
of the U. S.) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1 is substantially
lessened by adoption of mitigation measure WET-1 requiring
implementation of measures in the Botanical Resources Management
Plan (Appendix U in Exhibit L, SEIR No. 1), including provisions for
restoration, mitigation, and monitoring for wetlands affected by the
project. In addition, 2.95 acres of wetlands in San Clemente Creek and
Carmel River arms will be restored to achieve at least a 1:1 ratio.
Permanent loss of about 26 acres of Other Waters will be mitigated by
restoring 3,000 feet of Carmel River and San Clemente Creek channel
and stream channels upstream of the project area along other streams in
the watershed. Issue WET-2 (Short-term Disturbance of Wetlands and
Other Waters of the U.S.) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1
(Issue WET-2a in the SEIR No. 2) is substantially lessened by adoption
of Mitigation Measure WET-2 (WET-2a in the SEIR No. 2) regarding
the design of construction features and implementation of measures in
the Botanical Resources Management Plan. Issue WET-3 (Indirect
Impacts to Wetlands and Other Waters of the U.S.) in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum is substantially
lessened by adoption of mitigation measure WET-3 requiring that road
improvements be designed to avoid placing fill above canyon walls, and
to avoid or minimize alterations of existing drainage patterns that could
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FINDING:

h)

lead to increased erosion and sedimentation. Construction work will be
scheduled to occur during the dry season. The April 2013 Addendum
found that wetlands impacts of the THR route (and specifically Issue
WET-3) would be similar to those analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS,
as supplemented, and that the same mitigation would continue to apply.
Mitigation measures applying to Issue WET-1 (Permanent Loss of
Wetlands and Other Waters of the U.S.) under Alternative 3 will also
reduce impacts. Mitigation measures for Wetlands impacts have been
adopted by the Lead Agency (CDWR), will be implemented by the
applicant, and overseen by agencies other than the County of Monterey.
See Section 4.6 of the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, Section 4.6 of the SEIR
No.1, Section 4.2.5 in the SEIR No. 2, and Attachment 1 to the April
2013 Addendum (for Issue WET-3).

Traffic and Circulation. Issue TC-3a (Traffic Safety Carmel Valley
Road) in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013
Addendum is substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure
TC-3arequiring implementation of a trip reduction plan, a traffic
coordination and communication plan, a traffic safety plan, and to pay
for additional enforcement. See Section 4.9 of the 2008 Final EIR/EIS,
Section 4.9 of the SEIR No.1, and Attachment 1 to the April 2013
Addendum (for a general discussion of traffic and circulation impacts
associated with the THR route).

Cultural Resources. Issues CR-1 (Ground Disturbance), CR-2 (Damage
to Historic Structures from Construction related Vibration), and CR-3
(Introduction of Short-term Dirt/Unintended Damage) in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April 2013 Addendum (for Issue CR-1) are
substantially lessened by adoption of mitigation measure CR-1 requiring
the applicant to complete the Section 106 process, prepare a
Memorandum of Agreement, and following requirements in 36 CFR
800.13 in the event unanticipated impacts to historic properties occur
after completion of the 106 process; measure CR-2 requiring the use of
rigid support of structures to minimize ground movement; and measure
CR-3 requiring implementation of dust reduction measures. Activities
involving the “saddle” (the peninsula of land bordered to the east, north
and west by the reservoir) could damage or destroy buried deposits in
CA-MNT-1253 (BRM features) (AR-4), which has not been tested. The
site will be protected by use of exclusion fencing. If avoidance is not
possible, the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) will be
contacted. Data recovery of the site may be required. These measures
have been adopted by the Lead Agency (CDWR) and will be enforced
by the SHPO. See Section 4.10 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, Section 4.10
of the SEIR No.1, and Attachment 1 to the April 2013 Addendum (for
Issue CR-1).

SIGNIFICANT UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS - Per
Public Resources Code section 21081(a)(3), with respect to significant
unavoidable effects on the environment identified in the Final EIR/EIS,
SEIR No. 1, SEIR No. 2, and Addendum (collectively referred to as
“environmental documents™), specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations, including considerations for the
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provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make
infeasible mitigation measures that could avoid or reduce such impacts
to a level of insignificance, even with incorporation of measures
identified in the environmental documents, as described below.

The environmental documents identified potentially significant impacts
to Hydrology and Water Resources, Water Quality, Air Quality, Noise,
Traffic and Circulation, Cultural Resources, and Visual Resources
(Aesthetics) which could result from all components of project. These
impacts are significant and unavoidable and cannot be mitigated to a
less than significant level even with incorporation of mitigation
measures from the environmental documents into the conditions of
project approval.

Hydrology and Water Resources. The 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR
No. 1 identified potentially significant impacts related to changes in
sediment flow passing the San Clemente Dam immediately after
construction (Issue WR-2a), changes in sediment storage and
composition in the lower river during construction (Issue WR-2b), and
increase in frequency of high suspended sediment concentrations (Issue
WR-4b). Although the April 2013 Addendum did not specifically
address these issues, the analysis contained therein did determine that no
new impacts to hydrology and water resources would occur from the
proposed THR route and that no new mitigation would be required. The
use of the THR route would not alter Issues WR-2a, WR-2b, or WR-4b,
as analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1. Removing the
dam would cause the full annual sediment load plus a portion of the
residual sediment remaining in the reservoir to pass the dam site to the
lower river, which would also change sediment storage and
composition. Mitigation includes stream restoration and revegetation,
which would stabilize sediment in the reservoir area and avoid long-
term significant impacts. However, even with mitigation, the short-term
impacts related to sediment flow and storage (Issues WR-2a and WR-
2b) would be significant and unavoidable. In addition, high flows would
increase sediment concentrations in the river and sediment management
activities would further increase suspended sediment concentrations
downstream of the dam. No mitigation is available to reduce this
impact, and the impact is considered long-term, significant and
unavoidable.

Water Quality. The 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1 identified
potentially significant impacts to reservoir drawdown (Issue WQ-9) and
reservoir sediment excavation (Issue WQ-10). Although the April 2013
Addendum did not specifically address these issues, the analysis
contained therein did determine that water quality impacts associated
with the THR route would be the same as those identified in the prior
CEQA review, and that no new mitigation measures would be required.
The use of the THR route would not alter Issues WQ-9 or WQ-10, as
analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1. Lowering of water
levels in the reservoir will cause increased turbidity and decreased
dissolved oxygen. Mitigation measure WQ-9 requires the use of settling
basins and filtration systems to treat ground and surface water pumped
from reservoir by before water is discharged to the Carmel River.
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Excavating sediment above the reservoir could also increase turbidity
and decrease dissolved oxygen during and immediately following
excavation. Erosion control and water quality monitoring methods
would partially reduce this impact. However, even with this mitigation,
water quality degradation resulting from reservoir drawdown and
sediment excavation remains significant and unavoidable. These are
both short-term, construction-related environmental impacts.

Air Quality. The 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and SEIR No. 2
identified potentially significant impacts to air quality resulting from
dam site construction activities (Issue AQ-1 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS
and SEIR No. 1, AQ-1a in the SEIR No. 2) and screening plant
operations (Issue AQ-1a in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1),
and the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and SEIR No. 2, and April
2013 Addendum identified potentially significant impacts related to
project-generated traffic (Issue AQ-3). Although the April 2013
Addendum did not specifically address Issues AQ-1 or AQ-1a, the
analysis contained therein did determine that air quality impacts
associated with the THR route would be the same as those identified in
the prior CEQA review, and that no new mitigation measures would be
required. The use of the THR route would not alter Issues AQ-1 or AQ-
1a, as analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and SEIR No. 2.
Dam site construction activities will generate temporary emissions from
diesel-powered equipment and road dust. Fugitive dust will exceed the
MBUAPCD construction thresholds of significance for PMjo. The
impact has been reduced by adoption of mitigation measure AQ-1
which requires implementation of measures to control emissions and
fugitive dust during construction. However, even with this mitigation,
the impact will remain significant and unavoidable. Screening plant
operation (Issue AQ-1a in the Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1) will add
to the overall significant emissions generated by the project. The impact
has been reduced by adoption of mitigation measure AQ-1, described
above. This measure will partially mitigate this impact. However, even
with the mitigation, the impact will remain significant and unavoidable.
Further, project-generated traffic would generate dust and other
emissions during project-related travel. Mitigation would include the
provision of a point of contact for nearby residents to obtain corrective
action when dust impacts occur. Despite this measure, impacts would
remain significant and unavoidable. All of these impacts are short-term,
construction-related environmental impacts.

Noise. The 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and SEIR No. 2 identified
potentially significant impacts to noise resulting from dam site
construction activities (Issue NO-1 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR
No. 1, NO-1a in the SEIR No. 2). The 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1,
and April 2013 Addendum additionally identified significant impacts to
noise resulting from access road upgrades (Issue NO-2) and project-
generated traffic (Issue NO-3). Although the April 2013 Addendum did
not specifically address Issue NO-2 (NO-1a in the SEIR No. 2), the
analysis contained therein did determine that noise impacts associated
with the THR route would be the same as those identified in the prior
CEQA review, and that no new mitigation measures would be required.
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The use of the THR route would not alter Issue NO-1 (NO-1a in the
SEIR No. 2), as analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and
SEIR No. 2. Dam site construction activities will cause short-term day
and nighttime noise impacts. The impact has been reduced by adoption
of mitigation measure NO-1 (NO-1a in the SEIR No. 2), which specifies
use of quiet-design equipment, mufflers, and enclosures, elimination of
unnecessary idling, maintenance of equipment, and timing restrictions
for equipment use. However, even with implementation of this
mitigation, given the sparsely populated rural nature of the project area,
the impact will remain significant and unavoidable. Access road
upgrades (Issue NO-2 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and April
2013 Addendum) will generate noise detectable to sensitive receptors,
including those in the Sleepy Hollow community. Noise impacts may
remain at a significant level for several weeks. The impact has been
reduced by adoption of mitigation measure NO-2 which requires the use
and maintenance of quiet design construction equipment, the installation
of engine enclosure panels, and the implementation of timing
restrictions and limitations on equipment idling and access road
construction. Implementation of these mitigation measures will reduce
the impacts of noise generated during access road improvements, but the
impact remains significant and unavoidable. Noise from construction-
related traffic (Issue NO-3 in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and
April 2013 Addendum) will occur both day and night and may exceed
the normally acceptable range or be more than 5 dBA above
background. The impact has been reduced by adoption of mitigation
measure NO-3 which requires the use and maintenance of quiet design
construction equipment, the installation of engine enclosure panels,
implementation of timing restrictions and limitations on equipment
idling, limiting night work to sediment excavation at the SCD and
reservoir sites, and limiting access road construction hours. Night work
will be limited to sediment excavation at the SCD and reservoir sites.
Implementation of these mitigation measures reduces the impacts of
noise from construction related travel, but the impact remains
significant and unavoidable. All significant and unavoidable noise
impacts are short-term, construction-related environmental impacts.
Traffic and Circulation. The 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1
identified potentially significant impacts to traffic and circulation
resulting from road segment traffic operations (Issue TC-1) and traffic
safety on San Clemente Drive (Issue TC-3b). The 2008 Final EIR/EIS,
SEIR No.1, and April 2013 Addendum also identified potentially
significant impacts to neighborhood quality of life (Issue TC-6).
Although the April 2013 Addendum did not specifically address Issues
TC-1 and TC-3Db, the analysis contained therein did determine that
traffic and circulation impacts associated with the THR route would be
the same as those identified in the prior CEQA review, and that no new
mitigation measures would be required. The use of the THR route
would not alter Issues TC-1 and TC-3a, as analyzed in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1. The impact to road segment traffic operations
has been reduced by adoption of mitigation measure TC-1 which
requires implementation of a construction management plan and a
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traffic control plan, avoiding equipment trips during peak traffic hours,
coordination of equipment trips with local fire districts, and school bus
schedules. Even with implementation of these measures, traffic delays
to non-project related users may exceed 10 minutes; therefore the
impact remains potentially significant and unavoidable. Traffic safety
on San Clemente Drive and neighborhood quality of life impacts would
be reduced through a Construction Management Plan that would reduce
the number of vehicles and their interaction with other vehicles as well
as a Traffic/Transportation Plan that includes trip coordination, trip
reduction, and traffic safety. Despite these measures, impacts would
remain significant and unavoidable. All these impacts are short-term,
construction-related environmental impacts.

Cultural Resources. The 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and SEIR
No. 2 identified potentially significant impacts related to demolition or
alteration of historic properties (Issue CR-4 in the Final EIR/EIS and
SEIR No.l, CR-4a in the SEIR No. 2), alteration of the surrounding
environment (Issue CR-5), and introduction of visual obstructions (Issue
CR-6). Although the April 2013 Addendum did not specifically address
these issues, the analysis contained therein did determine that cultural
resources impacts associated with the THR route would be the same as
those identified in the prior CEQA review, and that no new mitigation
measures would be required. The use of the THR route would not alter
Issues CR-4 (CR-4a in the SEIR No. 2), CR-5, or CR-6, as analyzed in
the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and SEIR No. 2. The OCRD and
associated fish ladder, SCD and associated fish ladder, and the
Chemical Building/Instrument Hut will be demolished. The impact has
been reduced by adoption of mitigation measure CR-4 with the
requirement to perform historic properties recordation and to complete
Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS)/Historic American
Engineering Record (HAER) level documentation, and to incorporate
any additional measures specified by the Section 106 MOA. However,
even with implementation of these mitigation measures, the impact will
remain significant and unavoidable. The proposed project would alter
the character of setting and generate a loss of visual integrity for the San
Clemente Dam Historic District (refer also to Finding 2, Policy PS-
12.15 for a discussion of the “historic district”). Mitigation measures for
these long-term impacts include preparation of a National Register of
Historic Places Nomination Form for the SCD Historic District (HR-9)
and the completion of a Historic Preservation Management Plan,
included in a MOA. However, this mitigation could not reduce the
impact to a less than significant level, and the impact would remain
significant and unavoidable.

Visual Resources (Aesthetics). The 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1
identified potentially significant impacts to viewshed from residences
adjacent to the SCD (Issue VQ-2), residential views from Sleepy
Hollow (Issue VQ-3), and related to light and glare from nighttime
construction activities (Issue VQ-6). Although the April 2013
Addendum did not specifically address these issues, the analysis
contained therein did determine that aesthetics impacts associated with
the THR route would be the same as those identified in the prior CEQA
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FINDING:

review, and that no new mitigation measures would be required. The use
of the THR route would not alter Issues VQ-2, VQ-3, or VQ-6, as
analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and SEIR No. 2. In
addition, the 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1 identified a potentially
significant impact to viewsheds near the Jeep Trail (Issue VQ-5a.
Because the Jeep Trail is no longer proposed, this impact is eliminated
and mitigation measure VQ-5a is longer required. Residents near the
SCD will have views of project construction activities during normal
working hours and at night. Due to the location of the residences,
construction activities at the dam will be in full view of the residence
located adjacent to the SCD. Because of the close proximity of the
residence to the dam site, and because construction activities occur
could both day and night, there is no feasible way to reduce the impacts
to the viewshed at this location. This impact (VQ-2) is a short-term,
construction-related environmental impact. Operation of construction
equipment and ancillary facilities would be visible from residences.
There is no feasible way to reduce the impacts to the viewshed at this
location. This impact (VQ-3) is a short-term, construction-related
environmental impact. Construction activities at the dam and reservoir
site will occur at night, requiring lighting of the work area. Residents at
the Dam Keeper’s cottage will be directly affected by the project
lighting. It is possible that residents in the surrounding area, such as
Sleepy Hollow, the Stone Cabin, or Camp Stephanie, could perceive
some light in the nighttime sky. The impact has been reduced by
adoption of mitigation measure VQ-6 with the requirement to direct
light down towards the work areas to the extent possible, and shield
light sources to reduce sky glow and spillover. However, even with
implementation of this measure, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable. These impacts are all short-term, construction-related
environmental impacts.

Impacts Eliminated. The 2008 Final EIR/EIS and SEIR No. 1 identified
potentially significant recreation impacts related to the disruption of use
of the Jeep Trail (Issue REC-2) and to delays for motorists travelling to
the Los Padres National Forest (Issue REC-5). These impacts would
have been partially reduced with the adoption of mitigation measures
REC-2 and REC-5, which would limit the hours of access road
construction and the implementation of trip reduction measures.
Because Tassajara and Cachagua Roads are no longer proposed for use,
these impacts, which would have been significant and unavoidable, have
been eliminated and these mitigation measures are no longer required.
Refer to Attachment 1 of the April 2013 Addendum for a discussion of
recreation impacts.

ALTERNATIVES WERE CONSIDERED AND ONE WAS
SELECTED - The project which is the subject of this permit is a
modified version of “Alternative 3” considered in the 2008 Final
EIR/EIS. It has been chosen over the original proposed project (referred
to as “proponent’s proposed project” in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS).
Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations
made infeasible the other alternatives.
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In 2006, CDWR the released a Draft EIR/EIS for the San Clemente
Dam Seismic Safety Project that evaluated four alternatives in addition
to the proposed project to meet the project purposes and objectives.
These included:

e The Proponent’s Proposed Project (Dam Strengthening)

e Alternative 1: Dam Notching

e Alternative 2. Dam Removal

e Alternative 3. Carmel River Reroute and Dam Removal (the

current project)

e Alternative 4. No Project
Based on considerations presented below, CDWR rejected the
proponent’s proposed project and instead selected Alternative 3.
The Proponent’s Proposed Project. The proponent’s proposed project
would have increased dam safety to current standards and would have
addressed other objectives of the project. However, dam strengthening
would have posed more significant and unavoidable impacts to noise
and aesthetics than would Alternative 3, and would have had similar
impacts to air quality and cultural resources. The proponent’s proposed
project would have also had other significant effects, equally
undesirable, that were avoided by the selection of Alternative 3.
Alternative 1 — Dam Notching. Alternative 1 would have posed fewer
significant and unavoidable impacts to hydrology and water resources,
vegetation and wildlife than would Alternative 3, and would have had
similar impacts to fisheries, air quality, traffic and circulation, and
cultural resources. However, Alternative 1 would have posed more
significant and unavoidable impacts to water quality, aesthetics,
recreation, and land use. Alternative 1 would have also created other
significant effects, equally undesirable, that were avoided by the
selection of Alternative 3.
Alternative 2 — Dam Removal. Alternative 2 would have met the project
need to increase dam safety to current standards and would have posed
fewer significant and unavoidable impacts to vegetation and wildlife.
However, Alternative 2 would have posed more significant and
unavoidable impacts to hydrology and water resources, fisheries, noise,
aesthetics, land use, and recreation. This alternative would have also
created other significant effects, equally undesirable, that were avoided
by the selection of Alternative 3.
Alternative 4 — No Project. Alternative 4 would not have met the project
need to increase dam safety to current standards, and would not have
addressed the objective of protecting public safety. The No Project
alternative would have failed to adequately address the objective of

providing fish passage at the San Clemente Dam. The No Project

alternative was not considered a feasible means to avoid the residual
significant effects of the project.

Selected Alternative. Strengthening or notching the dam would have
resolved the public safety issues, but would not have addressed other
issues related to the dam such as impaired access for steelhead to 25
miles of upstream spawning and rearing habitat, disruption of sediment
transport to the lower river and Carmel River beach, and ecological
discontinuity of aquatic and riparian habitats. Removing the dam will
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resolve these issues and provide significant benefits to both steelhead
and California red-legged frog.

Modifications to Alternative 3 were made after CDWR filed the Notice
of Determination on the 2008 Final EIR/EIS. Compared to the
previously analyzed Alternative 3, these changes included an increase in
removal of accumulated sediment from 380,000 cubic yards (cy) to
830,000 cy (relocating sediment to the Carmel River arm sediment
disposal area); the construction of 12 staging areas along the Jeep Trail;
utilization of Tassajara Road and Cachagua Road for heavy equipment
mobilization; and use of a new screening plant upstream of the diversion
dike, among other changes. These changes were analyzed in the July
2012 Final SEIR No. 1.

Each of the project alternatives evaluated in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS
included constructing a notch in the Old Carmel River Dam, with the
exception of the no-project alternative. To improve fish passage and
restore the Carmel River to a more natural state, CAW decided to
completely remove the Old Carmel River Dam, rather than notch this
dam as described and analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS. DWR did not
address removal of the Old Carmel River Dam in the July 2012 Final
SEIR No. 1. Therefore, a Second SEIR was prepared to specifically
address impacts related to removal of Old Carmel River Dam (August
2012 Final SEIR No. 2).

Further modifications to Alternative 3 were made after initial
consideration of the project by the Planning Commission and receipt of
public testimony in 2012. Namely, CDWR modified project access from
Cachagua Road and the Jeep Trail/Reservoir Access Road to the
Tularcitos High Road (THR). The THR route would include the
construction of an entrance off of Carmel Valley Road approximately
1,100 feet west of San Clemente Drive and a proposed bridge across
Tularcitos Creek, which runs parallel to Carmel Valley Road in this
area. This proposed access route would align with the existing Filter
Plant Access road, and connect to an existing CAW access road (the
extension of San Clemente Drive into CAW property located south of
the Sleepy Hollow Gate). San Clemente Drive would only be used at the
beginning of construction (while constructing the THR), and the
previously proposed primary access (Tassajara Road, Cachagua Road,
the Jeep Trail, and the Reservoir Access Road) would not be used. A
similar route was analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS for the
Proponent’s Proposed Project. As modified (when compared to the
version considered in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS), the THR route would
reduce tree removal, and all other impacts would be the same as those
identified in prior CEQA documents (refer to Attachment 1 to the April
2013 Addendum). CDWR, as a lead agency, evaluated modifications to
the proposed route, and determined that an Addendum needed to be
prepared. The April 2013 Addendum, prepared by CDWR, describes the
modifications to the THR route and compares potential impacts with
those analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, as supplemented. These
modifications pertained to the access route only; the remainder of the
project (removal of both the San Clemente Dam and the Old Carmel
River Dam, and rerouting the Carmel River) would be the same as
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FINDING:

EVIDENCE: a)

b)

FINDING:

analyzed in the 2008 Final EIR/EIS, SEIR No. 1, and SEIR No. 2.

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATION - Having
reduced all the effects of the proposed Carmel River Reroute and Dam
Removal Project to the extent feasible by adopting mitigation measures
into project approval as conditions and by choosing a project alternative
that reduces environmental impacts, and balanced the benefits of the
project against unavoidable adverse impacts related to hydrology and
water resources, water quality, air quality, noise, traffic and circulation,
cultural resources, and visual resources, the County hereby determines
that the specific overriding economic, legal, social, technological, or
other benefits of the proposed project outweigh the potential
unavoidable adverse impacts, and that the unavoidable adverse effects
are therefore acceptable, based on the following overriding
considerations, each of which is sufficient to outweigh the project’s
unavoidable adverse effects:

The existing San Clemente Dam could potentially fail in the event of
either a major earthquake or flood, as determined by a CDWR safety
order issued for the dam structure in the early 1990s. Failing to address
this problem through dam strengthening, dam notching, or dam removal
will expose thousands of downstream residents to potentially significant
public safety hazards.

The CDWR, California State Coastal Conservancy, NMFS, and the
Planning and Conservation League Foundation have determined that the
Carmel River Reroute and Dam Removal Project (Alternative 3, as
modified) is the preferred project among alternatives examined to
address seismic safety issues associated with the San Clemente Dam
with the least adverse impacts on the environment (refer to Finding
#13). '

The project will provide the following public benefits that outweigh the
potential unavoidable adverse impacts:

1. Protecting public safety by removing the dam.

2. Significantly improving fish passage by removing the dam and
rerouting the Carmel River to provide unobstructed flow from
the mouth of the Carmel River to Los Padres Dam above the site
of the San Clemente Dam. This will open up approximately 25
miles of upstream spawning and rearing habitat that is currently
inaccessible to steelhead and other fish species.

3. Restoring the ecological integrity of the Carme] River up- and
down-stream of the San Clemente Dam site, thereby helping to
restore river functions and habitats. This will re-establish natural
sediment transport to the lower river and Carmel River beach
and restore ecological continuity of aquatic and riparian habitats.

4. Providing significant benefits to both steelhead and California
red-legged frog.

PUBLIC HEARING - The Planning Commission held duly noticed
public hearings on the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project on July
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16. FINDING:

EVIDENCE: a)

25, September 12, and October 31, 2012, and on March 13 and May 8,
2013.

On July 25, 2012, the Planning Commission held workshop to receive
staff presentation on the proposed Combined Development Permit for
the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project.

Public hearings notices for the September 12, 2012 Planning
Commission meeting were mailed to neighbors on August 29, 2012.
Public hearing notices were posted on September 1, 2012. A public
hearing notice was published in the Monterey County Herald on
September 2, 2012.

On September 12, 2012, the Monterey County Planning Commission
held a duly noticed public hearing to consider the San Clemente Dam
Removal and Carmel River Reroute project. After receiving public
testimony about the project, the Planning Commission directed the
applicant team to better inform the Cachagua community about the
effects of the primary access route being proposed and directed staff to
return on October 31, 2012 with additional information.

On October 31, 2012, the Monterey County Planning Commission held
the continued public hearing to receive a presentation regarding a new
access route concept being considered by the applicant. After receiving
public testimony, the Planning Commission continued the hearing until
March 13, 2013 to allow for further evaluation of access alternatives:
On March 13, 2012, the Monterey County Planning Commission held a
duly noticed public hearing and received a staff presentation on the
status of the project. Pending technical analysis and CEQA
documentation on the new access route, the Planning Commission
continued the public hearing to a date uncertain. The hearing was
subsequently scheduled and noticed for May 8, 2013.

Public hearings notices for the May 8, 2013 Planning Commission
meeting were mailed to neighbors on April 23, 2013. Public hearing
notices were posted on April 24, 2013. A public hearing notice was
published in the Monterey County Weekly on April 25, 2013.

APPEALABILITY - The decision on this project may be appealed to the
Board of Supervisors.

Per Section 21.80.040.D of the Monterey County Code, the decision on
the project is appealable to the Board of Supervisors.

DECISION

NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings and evidence, the Planning Commission

does hereby:

1) Consider an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement for the
San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project (CDWR, January 2008), a Supplement to
the Final EIR for the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project (Final SEIR No. 1,
CDWR, July 2012), a Supplement No. 2 to the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety
Project Final EIR/EIS (Removal of Old Carmel River Dam) (Final SEIR No. 2,
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California Coastal Conservancy, August 2012), and an Addendum to the FEIR/EIS
(California Department of Water Resources, April 2013);

2) Adopt the findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations set forth herein;

3) Approve the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project, which consists of a
Combined Development Permit (formerly PLN080052) consisting of: 1) Use Permit
for the removal of the San Clemente Dam and related improvements; 2) Use Permit
for the removal of the Old Carmel River Dam and related improvements; 3) Use
Permit for development on 25% slopes; and 4) Use Permit for the removal of
protected trees. The project includes construction of a new access road off Carmel
Valley Road (the Tularcitos-High Road, or THR). based on the findings and evidence
and subject to the conditions of approval attached hereto as Exhibit C; and

4) Adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 8" day of May, 2013 upon motion of xxxx, seconded by xxxx,
by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Mike Novo, Planning Commission

COPY OF THIS DECISION MAILED TO APPLICANT ON DATE
THIS APPLICATION IS APPEALABLE TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS.

IF ANYONE WISHES TO APPEAL THIS DECISION, AN APPEAL FORM MUST BE COMPLETED
AND SUBMITTED TO THE CLERK TO THE BOARD ALONG WITH THE APPROPRIATE FILING
FEE ON OR BEFORE [DATE]

This decision, if this is the final administrative decision, is subject to judicial review pursuant to California
Code of Civil Procedure Sections 1094.5 and 1094.6. Any Petition for Writ of Mandate must be filed with the
Court no later than the 90th day following the date on which this decision becomes final.

NOTES

1. You must comply with the Monterey County Building Ordinance in every respect.
Additionally, the Zoning Ordinance provides that no building permit shall be issued, nor any use
conducted, otherwise than in accordance with the conditions and terms of the permit granted or
until ten days after the mailing of notice of the granting of the permit by the appropriate authority,
or after granting of the permit by the Board of Supervisors in the event of appeal.
Do not start any construction or occupy any building until you have obtained the necessary
permits and use clearances from the Monterey County Planning Department and Building

Services Department office in Salinas.

2. This permit expires 3 years after the above date of granting thereof unless construction or use is
started within this period.

Form Rev. 05-09-2012
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Monterey County Planning Department

DRAFT Condition of Approval Implementation Plan/Mitigation

Monitoring Reporting Plan

PLN110373

1. PD001 - SPECIFIC USES ONLY

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

This permit was approved in accordance with County ordinances and land use regulations
subject to the terms and conditions described in the project file. The terms "Applicant" and
"Owner" in the conditions of this permit refer to California American Water (CAW). Neither the
uses nor the construction allowed by this permit shall commence unless and until all of the
conditions of this permit are met to the satisfaction of the Director of the RMA — Planning
Department. Any use or construction not in substantial conformance with the terms and
conditions of this permit is a violation of County regulations and may result in modification or
revocation of this permit and subsequent legal action. No use or construction other than that
specified by this permit is allowed unless additional permits are approved by the appropriate
authorities. To the extent that the County has delegated any condition compliance or mitigation
monitoring to the Monterey County Water Resources Agency, the Water Resources Agency
shall provide all information requested by the County and the County shall bear ultimate
Responsibility to ensure that conditions and mitigation measures are properly fulfiled. (RMA -
Planning Department)

The Owner/Applicant shall adhere to conditions and uses specified in the permit on an ongoing
basis unless otherwise stated.

2. PD002 - NOTICE PERMIT APPROVAL

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

The applicant shall record a Permit Approval Notice.

This notice to contain the Resolution Number, Name of Hearing Body, Assessor's Parcel

Number, Date the permit was approved, and the statements "The permit was granted subject to
39 conditions of approval which run with the land" and "A copy of the permit is on file with the
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department.”

Proof of recordation of this notice shall be furnished to the Director of the RMA - Planning
Department prior to issuance of building permits or commencement of the use.

(RMA - Planning Department)

Prior to the issuance of grading and building permits or commencement of use, the
Owner/Applicant shall provide proof of recordation of this notice to the RMA - Planning
Department.

PLN110373
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3. PD004 - INDEMNIFICATION AGREEMENT

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

The property owner agrees as a condition and in consideration of approval of this discretionary
development permit that it will, pursuant to agreement and/or statutory provisions as applicable,
including but not limited to Government Code Section 66474.9, defend, indemnify and hold
harmiess the County of Monterey or its agents, officers and employees from any claim, action or
proceeding against the County or its agents, officers or employees to attack, set aside, void or
annul this approval, which action is brought within the time period provided for under law,
including but not limited to, Government Code Section 66499.37, as applicable. The property
owner will reimburse the County for any court costs and attorney's fees which the County may
be required by a court to pay as a result of such action. The County may, at its sole discretion,
participate in the defense of such action; but such participation shall not relieve applicant of his
obligations under this condition. An agreement to this effect shall be recorded upon demand of
County Counsel or concurrent with the issuance of building permits, use of property, filing of the
final map, whichever occurs first and as applicable. The County shall promptly notify the
property owner of any such claim, action or proceeding and the County shall cooperate fully in
the defense thereof. If the County fails to promptly notify the property owner of any such claim,
action or proceeding or fails to cooperate fully in the defense thereof, the property owner shall
not thereafter be responsible to defend, indemnify or hold the County harmless.

(RMA - Planning Department)

Upon demand of County Counsel or concurrent with the issuance of building permits, use of the
property, recording of the final/parcel map, whichever occurs first and as applicable, the
Owner/Applicant shall submit a signed and notarized Indemnification Agreement to the Director of
RMA-Planning Department for review and signature by the County.

Proof of recordation of the Indemnification Agreement, as outlined, shall be submitted to the
RMA-Planning Department.

PLN110373
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4. PD003(B) - CULTURAL RESOURCES POSITIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL REPORT

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

If archaeological resources or human remains are accidentally discovered during construction,
the following steps will be taken:

There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the coroner of the county in which the remain
are discovered must be contacted to determine that no investigation of the cause of death is
required.

If the coroner determines the remains to be Native American:

- The coroner shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission and the RMA - Planning
Department within 24 hours.

- The Native American Heritage Commission shall identify the person or persons from a
recognized local tribe of the Esselen, Salinan, Costonoans/Ohlone and Chumash tribai groups,
as appropriate, to be the most likely descendant.

- The most likely descendant may make recommendations to the landowner or the person
responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or disposing of, with appropriate
dignity, the human remains and any associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources
Code Section 5097.9 and 5097.993, Or

Where the following conditions occur, the landowner or his authorized representatives shall
rebury the Native American human remains and associated grave goods with appropriate dignity
on the property in a location not subject to further subsurface disturbance:

1. The Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identify a most likely descendant or
the most likely descendant failed to make a recommendation within 24 hours after being notified
by the commission.

2. The descendant identified fails to make a recommendation; or

3. The Ilandowner or his authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the
descendant, and the mediation by the Native American Heritage Commission fails to provide
measures acceptable to the landowner.

(RMA - Planning Department)

Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits or approval of Subdivision Improvement
Plans, whichever occurs first, the Owner/Applicant, per the archaeologist, shall submit the
contract with a Registered Professional Archaeologist to the Director of the RMA -Planning
Department for approval.

Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits and/or prior to the recordation of the
final/parcel map, whichever occurs first, the Owner/Applicant shall include requirements of this
condition as a note on all grading and building plans, on the Subdivision Improvement Plans, in
the CC&Rs, and shall be included as a note on an additional sheet of the final/parcel map.
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5. PD006 - MITIGATION MONITORING

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

The Owner/Applicant shall enter into an agreement with the County to implement a Mitigation
Monitoring and/or Reporting Plan in accordance with Section 21081.6 of the California Public
Resources Code and Section 15097 of Title 14 Chapter 3 of the California Code of Regulations.
The applicant shall reimburse the County of Monterey for fees associated with mitigation
monitoring at the Resource Management Agency -~ Planning Department’s standard hourly rate.
A deposit in the amount of $20,000 shall be paid to the County of Monterey at the time the
Owner/Applicant  submits the signed mitigation monitoring agreement. (RMA-Planning
Department)

Within sixty (60) days after project approval or prior to the issuance of building and grading
permits, whichever occurs first, the Owner/Applicant shall:

1) Enter into agreement with the County to implement a Mitigation Monitoring Program.

2) A deposit in the amount of $20,000 shail be paid at the time the Owner/Applicant submits the
signed mitigation monitoring agreement.

6. PD007- GRADING WINTER RESTRICTION

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

No land clearing or grading shall occur on the subject parcel between October 15and April 15
unless authorized by the Director of RMA - Building Services Department.
(RMA - Planning Department and Building Services Department)

The Owner/Applicant, on an on-going basis, shall obtain authorization from the Director of RMA -
Building Services Department to conduct land clearing or grading between October 15and April
15.

7. PD010 - EROSION CONTROL PLAN

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

The approved development shall incorporate the recommendations of the Erosion Control Plan
as reviewed by the Director of RMA - Planning and Director of Building Services. All cut and/or
fill slopes exposed during the course of construction be covered, seeded, or otherwise treated to
control erosion during the course of construction, subject to the approval of the Director of RMA
- Planning and RMA - Building Services. The improvement and grading plans shall include an
implementation schedule of measures for the prevention and control of erosion, siltation and
dust during and immediately following construction and until erosion control planting becomes
established. This program shall be approved by the Director of RMA - Planning and Director of
RMA - Building Services.

(RMA - Planning Department and RMA - Building Services Department)

Prior to the issuance of grading and building permits, the Owner/Applicant shall submit an
Erosion Control Plan to the RMA - Planning Department and the RMA - Building Services
Department for review and approval.

The Owner/Applicant, on an on-going basis, shall comply with the recommendations of the
Erosion Control Plan during the course of construction until project completion as approved by
the Director of RMA - Planning and Director of RMA - Building Services.
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8. PD011 - TREE AND ROOT PROTECTION

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

Trees which are located close to construction site(s) shall be protected from inadvertent damage
from construction equipment by fencing off the canopy driplines and/or critical root zones
(whichever is greater) with protective materials, wrapping trunks with protective materials,
avoiding fill of any type against the base of the trunks and avoiding an increase in soil depth at
the feeding zone or drip-line of the retained trees.  Said protection, approved by certified
arborist, shall be demonstrated prior to issuance of building permits subject to the approval of
RMA - Director of Planning. If there is any potential for damage, all work must stop in the area
and a report, with mitigation measures, shall be submitted by certified arborist. ~ Should any
additional trees not included in this permit be harmed, during grading or construction activities, in
such a way where removal is required, the owner/applicant shall obtain required permits.

(RMA - Planning Department)

Prior to issuance of grading and/or building permits, the Owner/Applicant shall submit evidence of
tree protection to the RMA - Planning Department for review and approval.

During construction, the Owner/Applicant/Arborist shall submit on-going evidence that tree
protection measures are in place through out grading and construction phases. |If damage is
possible, submit an interim report prepared by a certified arborist.

Prior to final inspection, the Owner/Applicant shall submit photos of the trees on the property to
the RMA-Planning Department after construction to document that tree protection has been
successful or if follow-up remediation or additional permits are required.

9. PD032(A) - PERMIT EXPIRATION

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

The permit shall be granted for a time period of 3 years, to expire on September 12, 2015 unless
use of the property or actual construction has begun within this period. (RMA-Planning
Department)

Prior to the expiration date stated in the condition, the Owner/Applicant shall obtain a valid
grading or building permit and/or commence the authorized use to the satisfaction of the Director
of Planning. Any request for extension must be received by the Planning Department at least 30
days prior to the expiration date.
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10. PD047 - DEMOLITION/DECONSTRUCTION (MBUAPCD RULE 439)

Responsible Department: Planning Department

Condition/Mitigation |n accordance with Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District Rule 439, construction
Monitoring Measure:  plang shall include "Demolition and Deconstruction” notes that incorporate the following work
practice standards:
1. Sufficiently wet the structure prior to deconstruction or demolition. Continue wetting as
necessary during active deconstruction or demolition and the debris reduction process;
2. Demolish the structure inward toward the building pad. Lay down roof and walls so that they
fall inward and not away from the building;
3. Commencement of deconstruction or demolition activities shall be prohibited when the peak
wind speed exceeds 15 miles per hour.
All Air District standards shall be enforced by the Air District.
(RMA - Planning Department)

Complianceor  prior to the issuance of a demolition permit, if applicable, the Owner/Applicant/Contractor shall
. Monitoring ., - roorate a "Demolition/Deconstruction” note on the demolition site plan that includes, but is not
Action to be Performed: .. . . -
limited to, the standards set forth in this condition.

During demolition, the Owner/Applicant/Contractor shall obtain any required Air District permits
and the Air District shall conduct all deconstruction or demolition activities as required by the Air
District.

11. PDSPO01 - IRRIGATION PLAN

Responsible Department:  Planning Department

Condition/Mitigation The applicant shall prepare an lrrigation Plan that identifies the location and type of irrigation

Monitoring Measure:  fivtyres proposed. The irrigation plan shall utilize a smart watering system that evaluates the
existing site conditions and plant material against weather conditions to avoid overwatering of
such areas, and shall include an estimate of annual water use.

Compliance or  prior to commencement of construction of Phase 2(Dam Removal), submit an irrigation plan to
Action to be ':‘::r:'e';g RMA — Planning Department for review and approval. The irigation plan shall be signed and
stamped by licensed professional under the following statement, “I certify that this irrigation plan
complies with.all Monterey County landscaping requirements including low-flow, water conserving

irrigation fixtures.”

12. EHSP01 - HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: BUSINESS RESPONSE PLAN

Responsible Department: Health Department

Condition/Mitigation The applicant shall maintain an up-to-date Business Response Plan that meets the standards

Monitoring Measure: {5 nq in the California Code of Regulations, Title 19, Division 2, Chapter 4 (Hazardous Material
Release Reporting, Inventory, and Response Plans) and the California Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter 6.95 (Hazardous Material Release Response Plans and Inventory), and the
Monterey County Code Chapter 10.65. (Environmental Health)

Complianceor  prior to commencement of construction, submit a signed Business Response Plan -
Action to be ':?:;:::;9: Memorandum of Understanding (form available from EHB) that specifies an approved Business
Response Plan must be on file with Hazardous Materials Management Services prior to bringing
hazardous materials on site and/or commencement of operations. Once approved, the applicant
shall maintain an up-to-date Business Response Plan.
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13. EHSP02 - HAZARDOUS WASTE CONTROL

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Health Department

The facility shall comply with the standards found in the California Code of Regulations, Title 22,
Division 4.5and the California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.5, and the
Monterey County Code Chapter 10.65for the proper handling, storage and disposal of
Hazardous Waste as approved by the Environmental Health Bureau (EHB). (Environmental
Health)

Prior to commencement of operations the facility shall be registered with Hazardous Materials
Management Services of the Environmental Health Bureau.

Comply with all conditions of the Hazardous Materials permit.

14. EHSP03 - HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: SPILL PREVENTION CONTROL COUNTERMEASURE PLAN

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Health Department

Above ground storage tanks for petroleum products (i.e. diesel, oil, and gasoline) with greater
than 1320-gallons of capacity or for cumulative storage of more than 1320-gallons shall meet
the standards as found in the California Health and Safety Code, Section 25270 et seq. and of
the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 112 (commencing with Section 112.1) of Subchapter D of
Chapter 1 of Title 40. (Environmental Health)

Prior to commencement of construction submit a Spill Prevention Control Countermeasure

(SPCC) Plan to the Environmental Health Bureau for review and approval.

Once approved, the applicant shall maintain an up-to-date SPCC Plan.

15. WRSP1 - FEMA LETTER OF MAP REVISION (NON-STANDARD CONDITION)

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Water Resources Agency

The applicant shall obtain a FEMA Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) documenting changes to the
effective FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map which will result from the removal of Old Carmel
River Dam. (Water Resources Agency)

Prior to final inspection, the applicant shall submit a FEMA LOMR application, with all supporting
materials, to the Water Resources Agency for review and approval.

Following Agency approval, the applicant shall submit the LOMR application and fees to FEMA.

16. PW0001 - ENCROACHMENT (COM)

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Public Works Department

Obtain an encroachment permit from the Department of Public Works and construct a private
driveway connection to Cachagua Road. The design and construction is subject to the approval
of the Public Works Director.

Prior to construction activities the Applicant/ Contractor shall obtain an encroachment permit from
DPW. Improvements are to be completed prior to construction activities. Applicant is responsible
to obtain all permits and environmental clearances.
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17. PWSP001 - ENCROACHMENT (NON-STANDARD)

Responsible Department: Public Works Department

Conqitit{n/Mitigation Obtain an encroachment permit from the Department of Public Works to construct road
Monitoring Measure:  jmprovements. The design and construction is subject to the approval of the Public Works

Director.

Compliance or  prior to construction activities the Applicant/ Contractor shall obtain an encroachment permit from
Monitoring - 1oy Improvements are to be completed prior to construction activities. Applicant is responsible

Action to be Performed: . . 5
to obtain all permits and environmental clearances.
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18. PWSP002 - CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT PLAN (NON-STANDARD)

Responsible Department: Public Works Department

Condition/Mitigation The applicant and both California American Water supplied contractors shall submit

Monitoring Measure:  Constryction Management Plans (CMPs) to the RMA-Planning Department and the Department
of Public Works for review and approval prior to the initiation of construction related activity that
could adversely affect traffic on County roadways. The CMPs shall provide the following
information based on the requirements of each agency:

Duration of the construction,

Hours of operation,

Estimate of the number of truck trips that will be generated,

Number of construction workers,

Locations of parking areas for both equipment and workers,

Locations of truck staging areas,

. Trip Reduction Plan for Construction Workers [note that the selected Design-Build

Contractor has prepared a draft Trip Reduction Plan that includes the following components:

encouraging private carpooling or ride-sharing for workers living within a few miles of each

other; encouraging use of existing park and ride facilities throughout the County for workers

living farther apart; use of company vehicles travelling from construction office/construction yard

locations and traveling to the jobsite carrying four (4) construction workers; and refinements in

the final project design and construction methods (for example, using more efficient

geotechnical and water handling solutions) to reduce truck trips].

8. Traffic Coordination and Communication Plan,

9. Traffic Safety Plan,

10. Vehicle Size and Traffic Limitations,

11. Travel Routes,

12. Flag Person Requirements,

13. Emergency Access,

14. Construction Signing,

15. Equipment mobilization coordination with fire departments and schools,

16. Proposed public outreach efforts,

17. Locations of designated turnouts for trucks along the truck routes, including Carmel Valley

Road.

ok wN =

~

The CMP shall include measures to insure that the following operational requirements are met in
order to minimize traffic impacts during the construction:

1. The applicant and both California American Water supplied contractors shall hold public
outreach meetings only as requested by the County RMA ¢, Planning Department.

2. The Traffic Control Plan shall include traffic coordination and communication plan and
proposed public outreach efforts. The owner shall hold meetings with members of the public, as
requested by the County RMA ¢, Planning Department.

3. Should additional road closures be proposed, there shall be advance notification and a
meeting with the RMA Public Works Department and the public prior to authorization by the
County. Any road closures must adhere to requirements of the County-approved Traffic Control
Plan.

4. Access for police, fire, ambulance and emergency vehicles shall be provided at all times.

5. Prior to approval of the project, a proposal to prepare a road condition survey that would
characterize current conditons and recommend strategies for regular maintenance and
post-project repair to meet or exceed baseline conditions shall be prepared and submitted for
review and approval by the RMA Planning Department.

6. Transportation permits for extra-legal sized vehicles shall be required.

7. Hauling trucks and equipment mobilization truck/trailers will not operate on public roads on
weekends. In the event that a night shift is needed, only personal vehicles shall access the site
outside of daylight hours.

8. The contractor shall designate a Traffic/Transportation Coordinator who shall be responsible
for keeping a log of all reported violations. The Traffic/Transportation Coordinator shall submit
reported violations to the owner immediately. The County may query the owner at any time
regarding the nature and extent of any and all reported violations.
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Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

(CONTINUED ON NEXT CONDITION)

1. Prior to construction activities the Applicant and their Contractor shall prepare a CMP

and shall submit the CMP to the RMA-Planning Department and the Department of Public Works
for review and approval.

2. On-going through construction phases the Applicant and their Contractor shall implement the
approved measures during the construction/grading phase of the project.

19. PWSP002 - CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT PLAN (PART 2)

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Public Works Department

9. The Traffic/Transportation Coordinator shall be responsible for maintaining an up-to-date
anticipated construction traffic schedule that can be viewed by the public, be contactable for the
public to report violations, and keep a log of all reported violations.

10. Electronic signs shall be posted with a 24hour telephone contact number for public
complaints and to report violations; notification of weekly construction trips, and notification of
road closures. The electronic signs shall be installed at ocations as designated in the CMP.

11. The owner shall establish a website to provide information to the public. Estimated weekly
trips shall be posted as updates to the project website based upon weekly communications with
the Traffic/Transportation Coordinator.

12.  Any significant design changes and changes related to the requirements of the
Encroachment Permit conditions shall be subject to review and approval by the RMA-Public
Works Department.  Notifications of significant project changes shall be issued using website
and/or electronic signage before the changes occur.

Approved measures included in the CMP shall be implemented by the applicant during the
construction/grading phase of the project.

In addition, construction access shall be limited to the following hours:

1. Regulatory, management, and inspection vehicles: unrestricted (24/7) access

2. Employee passenger vehicles and trucks: access limited to between 6:45AM and 7:00 PM
Monday through Saturday

3. Trucks under 29tons gross vehicle weight (GVW): access limited to between 8:00 AM and
5:00 PM Monday through Saturday

4. Major equipment and delivery trucks (over 29tons GVW): access limited to between 8:45AM
and 2:30 PM at the intersection of Carmel Valley and Ford Road during regular school season
(generally the middle August through the end of May) and 8:30 AM to 4:00 PM Monday to
Saturday during the summer months (generally the end of May to the middle of August).

1. Prior to construction activities the Applicant and their Contractor shall prepare a CMP and shall
submit the CMP to the RMA-Planning Department and the Department of Public Works for review
and approval.

2. On-going through construction phases, the Applicant and their Contractor shalil implement the
approved measures during the construction/ grading phase of the project.
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20. PWSP003 - ROAD MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT (NON-STANDARD)

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Public Works Department

In order to mitigate impacts to haul routes resulting form wear and tear generated by the
additional truck traffic, the applicant shall enter into a Road Maintenance Agreement with the
County of Monterey. The agreement with the County of Monterey shall include an annual
maintenance schedule and specific maintenance measures, including and widening of the travel
way and road shoulders as determined adequate to RMA-Public Works Department, to mitigate
the wear and tear of the hauling route; and any other improvements necessary for the paved
portion of the hauling route(s) during construction activities. The necessary improvements for
the entire hauling route shall be determined by a "Road Surface Evaluation" prepared by a
Licensed Civil Engineer or professional as required by the Department of Public Works.

The applicant shall enter into a Road Maintenance Agreement with the County of Monterey within
30 days of permit approval and prior to commencement of construction activities.

The applicant shall submit a "Road Surface Evaluation" prepared by a licensed civil engineer or
professional as required by the Department of Public Works, that identifies the necessary
improvements for the entire hauling route. The Evaluation shall be submitted concurrently with
the Road Maintenance Agreement. )

21. PDSP001 - LANDSCAPED BERM (NON-STANDARD)

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

The proposed THR alignment shall be designed to provide for no line-of-sight of cars, trucks
(including exhaust pipes), and equipment as viewed from the dwellings located on Sleepy
Hollow Lots 1-5.

Earth material, or its equivalent in terms of noise attenuation, used to block line-of sight, shall be
several feet higher or wider, as the case may be, than the line-of-sight in order to mitigate
adverse noise for ‘the residents of said dwellings. Moreover, the appearance of the noise
attenuation material, whether it be earth material exposed by a grading cut, earth berm or
temporary structure, shall be in reasonable harmony with the Sleepy Hollow neighborhood and,
before construction, shall first be reviewed by the Sleepy Hollow HOA and approved
administratively by the County of Monterey RMA ¢, Planning Department.

The Applicant/Contractor shall design and construct the THR to provide for no line-of-sight of
cars, trucks (including exhaust pipes), and equipment as viewed from the dwellings located on
Sleepy Hollow Lots 1-5, including the use of a landscaped earthen berm, as appropriate and as
approved by the Sleepy Hollow HOA. Prior to construction of the berm or other structure, the
Applicant/Contractor shall submit plans to the County of Monterey RMA ; Planning Department
for review and approval, along with written proof of Sleepy Hollow HOA approval.
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22. PDSP002 - OFF-LOADING AND LOADING AREA (NON-STANDARD)

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

The Applicant/Contractor may use the Off-Loading and Loading area only during the hours of
9:00 AM to 3:00 PM, non-holiday weekdays, unless prior approval is received by the Sleepy
Hollow Homeowners Association (HOA).

Uses allowed in the Off-Loading and Loading area are: heavy equipment and materials
off-loading and loading. The materials specifically permitted include general construction
materials (e.g. piping, landscape materials, sheet piling, aggregate base rock, demolition
timbers), operating front-end loaders, forklifts, and cranes necessary for the immediate
unloading or loading of allowed equipment and materials.

Uses prohibited in the Off-Loading and Loading area specifically include:

a. Any processing of any materials, including, but not limited to, aggregate, concrete, timber,
vegetation, and soil.

b. The operation of any portable or stationary machinery, inciuding electrical generators and air
compressors. Maintenance of vehicles or equipment.

c. Storage of materials or equipment. “Storage” is defined as being idle or remaining in the
area in excess of five (5) calendar days.

(RMA-Planning)

The Applicant/Contractor shall use the Off-Loading and Loading area only during the hours of
9:00AM to 3:00 PM, non-holiday weekdays, unless prior approval is received by the Sleepy
Hollow HOA. Prior to extension of Off-Loading and Loading area use, written proof of Sleepy
Hollow HOA approval of such extension shall be provided to the County of Monterey RMA -
Planning Department

23. MMPRO001 - GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Responsible .Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

COmpliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

Implement measures in the blasting plan such as controlling excessive vibration by limiting the
size of charges and using charge delays. Follow procedures for safe storage, handling, loading,
firing, and disposal of explosive materials. Implement blasting BMPs in the SWPPP (Appendix
K) including use of blasting mats and fabric barriers.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with blasting plan and report to Monterey County RMA - Planning
Department and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY: Applican and Applicant's Environmental [nspector
and Project Engineer

TIMING
Monitor throughout blasting activities. Monthly monitoring reports will be submitted to Monterey
County RMA - Planning Department.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department
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24. MMRP002 - FISHERIES

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

To offset poor water quality at the Sleepy Hollow Steelhead Rearing Facility, during construction
and operations into the future until MRWMD completes construction of their replacement intake
facilities, an alternative supply, such as from the Russell Wells, will be provided.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor water quality and report to MPWMD, CCRWQCB, and DWRs.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector

TIMING:

Throughout construction and during future operations, from early summer to winter or late spring,
monitor water quality daily during active construction, equipment operation or future
project-related operations. Submit monthly reports to agencies.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
MPWMD, CCRWQCB, and Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

25. MMRP003 - VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

Implement measures in Botanical Resources Management Plan (Appendix U) including: under
supervision of a qualified botanist, replace up to half the removed oaks with seedlings or potted
oaks at 3:1ratio; replant trees that don't survive; derive all plant material from Carmel Valley
area oak populations. To ensure long-term survival, take remedial action such as irrigation or
protection from browsing animals per Monterey County Code Title 16, Chapter 16.6; provide or
acquire a conservation easement sufficient to mitigate at least half the oak tree loss per
Monterey County Code. Adhere to all permit conditions.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:

Monitor compliance with vegetation protection measures and report to Monterey County RMA -
Planning Department, CDFW, and DWR. Monitor revegetation plantings and report to Monterey
County RMA - Planning Department, CDFW, and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector

TIMING:

a) Monitor activities daily during construction for construction encroachment impacts. During
construction, conduct monitoring annually on all revegetated areas and areas and areas identified
for potential erosion and sedimentation problems; implement monitoring immediately following
planting; monitor during years 123, and 5 following planting; for areas in which trees, saplings,
poles, wands, or acorns are planted, also monitor in year 10 following pianting.

Reports will be submitted to the agencies after the conclusion of each annual monitoring period.
A summary report will be submitted after year ten, the final year of monitoring.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department, CDFW

PLN110373

Print Date: 4/30/2013 1:20:43PM Page 13 of 24




26. MMRP004 - VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

Design project features to minimize loss of native vegetation; limit damage to roots of trees;
implement erosion and sedimentation control methods; minimize alteraton of flows and
subsequent bank erosion; limit dust deposition on roadside vegetation; avoid alteration of
hydrology supporting riparian forest habitat on adjacent floodplain. Implement preconstruction
and construction BMPs; all personnel involved in project shall attend environmental training
addressing erosion and sediment control requirements, proper clearing and grading methods,
and importance of protecting vegetation resources. To the maximum extent possible, use
existing disturbed area or areas of annual grassland as a staging area; use fencing to prevent
encroachment of vehicles or other project activity into native habitat or into the dripline of native
trees outside of designated areas.

MONIORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with vegetation protection measures and report to Monterey County RMA -
Planning Department, CDFW, and DWR.

Under supervision of a qualified botanist, replace up to haif the removed oaks with seedlings or
potted oaks at 3:1ratio; replant trees that don't survive; derive all plant material from Carmel
Valley area oak populations. To ensure long-term survival, take remedial action such as
irrigation, or protection from browsing animals per MCC Title 16, Chapter 16.6. Provide or
acquire a conservation easement sufficient to mitigate at least half the oak tree loss per
Monterey County Code.

Implement measures in the Botanical Resources Management Plan (Appendix U); adhere to
permit requirements.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor revegetation plantings and report to Monterey County RMA - Planning Department,
CDFW, and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector
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Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

TIMING:

a) During construction, conduct monitoring annually on all revegetated areas and areas identified
for potential erosion and sedimentation problems; implement monitoring immediately following
planting; monitor during years 1,2,3, and 5 following planting; for areas in which ftrees, saplings,
poles, wands, or acorns are planted, also monitor in year 10 following planting.

b) Reports will be submitted to the agencies after the conclusion of each annual monitoring
period. A summary report will be submitted after year ten, the final year of monitoring.

c) Throughout construction, for erosion control, water quality protection and temporary and
permanent revegetated areas inspect as follows: inspect daily in areas under active construction
or equipment operation, weekly in areas with no active construction or equipment operation, in all
areas within 24-hours of each 0.5inch or greater rainfall event, soil and weather conditions
permitting. Reports of daily inspections will be submitted monthly to the agencies.

d) Environmental Inspector shall document all inspections in Environmental Daily Inspection
Report. Verbally report noncompliance within 24 hours from time applicant is first aware of the
circumstance and submit written report within 5days. Reports will be made to the appropriate
agency identified in the SWPPP and SPCC (Appendices K and R), to the U.S. EPA Emergency
Response Branch and the CCRWQCB.

e) Post-construction monitoring will be conducted for ten years, and reports will be submitted to
the agencies monthly.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department, COFW, CCRWQCB, USACE

PLN110373
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27. MMRPO005 - VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

Minimize tree removal to number necessary to allow construction access; use GPS to map and
flag known active woodrat nests along route; conduct surveys to identify other active woodrat
nests; plan routes to avoid woodrat nests; have bat expert conduct preconstruction surveys of
rock outcrops and other formations to determine presence of possible roosts; use GPS to map
roosts; route construction to avoid roosts; implement erosion and sedimentation control BMPs
(SWPPP, Appendix K) to avoid and minimize impacts to CRLF, foothill yellow-legged frogs,
western pond turtles and twostriped garter snake along Carmel River; in wet conditions, do daily
surveys in wet conditions at all drainage crossings, move sensitive species to suitable locations,
conduct rescue and relocation according to agency protocols. Conduct surveys for California
Tiger Salamander (CTS), maintain 50-ft buffer around potential burrows, if working at night,
project-related traffic will be escorted during rainy or wet conditions. Obtain Incidental Take
Permit if necessary. Other mitigation measures provided by CDFW and USFWS will be adopted
as specified. Implement strategies in the Protection Measures for Special-status Species
(Appendix V); comply with permit conditions.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:

Monitor compliance with measures in Appendix V and erosion and sediment control measures
and report to CDFW, USFWS, CCRWQCB, Monterey County RMA - Planning Department and
DWR. Report preconstruction survey results to USFWS, CDFW, and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector

TIMING:
Report preconstruction survey results to agencies immediately after survey completion.

Report encounters with special status species to CDFW and USFWS. Report finding dead or
injured special-status species within 3 days to CDFW and USFWS. Within 60 days of completing
construction activities for the season, submit special-status species report; comply with
monitoring and reporting schedule as specified by USFWS and CDFW.

Throughout construction, for erosion control, water quality protection and temporary and
permanent revegetated areas inspect as follows: inspect daily in areas under active construction
or equipment operation, weekly in areas with no active construction or equipment operation, in all
areas within 24-hours of each 0.5inch or greater rainfall event, soil and weather conditions
permitting. Reports of daily inspections will be submitted monthly to the agencies.

Environmental Inspector shall document all inspections in Environmental Daily Inspection Report.
Verbally report noncompliance within 24 hours from time applicant is first aware of the
circumstance and submit written report within 5 days. Reports will be made to the appropriate
agency identified in the SWPPP and SPCC (Appendices K and R), to the U.S. EPA Emergency
Response Branch and the CCRWQCB. Post-construction monitoring will be conducted for ten
years, and reports will be submitted to the agencies monthly.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
USFWS, CDFW, CCRWQCB, and Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

PLN110373
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28. MMRP006 - VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

Lighting will be directed downward to prevent spillover into habitats. Conduct night work between
Sept. 15and Feb. 1to avoid nesting season. If night work must be conducted between Feb. 1
and Sept. 15, a qualified wildlife biologist will conduct protocol-level preconstruction surveys.
CDFW and USFWS will be contacted if active nests are found, protect nests of fully protected
species with 500 foot buffers; coordinate buffers for nests of other species with CDFW and
USFWS, monitor nests until young have fledged and are not dependent on parental care,
implement additional measures designated by agencies.

MITIGATION OR REPORTING ACTION:

Report results of preconstruction surveys to CDFW, USFWS, Monterey County RMA - Planning
Department, and DWR. If night work must occur outside of the September 15 through February
1 period, coordinate with the regulatory agencies, conduct additional surveys, and report results
to CDFW, USFWS, Monterey County RMA - Planning Department, and DWG. Nest surveys will
be coordinated with the CDFW and USFWS; nest survey results will be reported to CDFW and
USFWS.

MITIGATION OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Qualified Biologist. Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector

TIMING:

Report results of all surveys immediately after completion. Report encounters with special -status
species and protected birds to CDFW and USFWS; report finding dead or injured special-status
species and birds within 3days to CDFW and USFWS. Coordinate nesting surveys and buffer
zones with CDFW and USFWS and report as required by these agencies. Within 60 days of
completing construction activities for the season, submit special-status species report; comply
with monitoring and reporting schedule as specified by USFWS and CDFW.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
USFWS, CDFW, and Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

PLN110373
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29. MMRPO007 - AIR QUALITY

Responsible Department: Planning Department

Condition/Mitigation MI|TIGATION MEASURE:

Monitoring Measure: T minimize impacts to air quality, all active construction areas and access roads will be watered
at least twice daily. All grading will be prohibited during winds greater than 15 mph. Chemical
soil stabilizers will be applied to disturbed construction areas that have been unused for at least
four consecutive days, as necessary. Non-toxic binders will be applied to exposed areas after
cut and fill operations and to hydroseeded areas. Haul trucks will maintain at least 2feet of
freeboard. All trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose materials will be covered. Disturbed areas will
be seeded or planted with a vegetative ground cover as soon as possible. Inactive storage piles
will be covered with tarps. A sign will be posted giving the telephone number and person to
contact regarding dust complaints. This person would respond to complaints and take corrective
action within 48 hours. The phone number of the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control
District (MBUAPCD) would be visible to ensure compliance with Rule 402 (Nuisance).

Even with implementation of these measures, the impact will remain significant and
unavoidable.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with measures to reduce emissions from construction equipment and road
dust and report to the MBUAPCD and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector, MBUAPCD monitoring stations

Compliance or TIMING:
Monitoring . . . . . . .
Action to be Performed: Monitoring will occur daily, . during construction. Monthly reports will be submitted to the
MBUAPCD throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
MBUAPCD and Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

30. MMRPO008 - AIR QUALITY

Responsible Department: Planning Department

Condition/Mitigation MITIGATION MEASURE:
Monitoring Measure:  Roduce emissions of NOX from construction equipment by using NOX controls for diesel
vehicles and equipment.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with measures to reduce emissions from construction equipment and report
to the MBUAPCD and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector, MBUAPCD monitoring stations

Compliance or TIMING:
Monitoring . . R . . R .
Action to be Performed: Monitoring will occur daily, _ during construction. Monthly reports will be submitted to the
MBUAPCD throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
MBUAPCD and Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

PLN110373
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31. MMRPO00S - AIR QUALITY

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

To minimize impacts to air quality, crushed rock will be used as necessary as a final base on
unpaved roads (including service roads) to minimize dust generation, including within the vicinity
of the Sleepy Hollow subdivision, and to make the roads more drivable. A posted 15-mph speed
limit will be enforced on all vehicles on unpaved haul roads. Unpaved or unrocked roads,
parking areas, and staging areas will be watered as necessary to control dust. Water quality
BMPs will be implemented to avoid introducing sediment into the river and creeks. Non-toxic
chemical stabilizers or dust suppressants will be applied to unpaved haul roads, as necessary.
As traffic and weather allow, as necessary, a street sweeper will be regularly used to prevent
sediment accumulation on paved roads and affected portions of San Clemente Drive. The
Applicant will implement practical and cost effective PM10 controls for access roads, including
paving and coarse graveling, in addition to periodic watering, along with practical and
cost-effective NOX controls for diesel vehicles and equipment. The Tularcitos High Road shall
be paved from E. Carmel Valley Road to the Off-Loading/Loading area. To the maximum extent
possible, state-certified construction equipment in the PERP, pre-approved for use in any district
by the Air Resources Board, will be used. The Applicant will comply with all MBUAPCD permit
requirements.

Even with implementation of these measures, impact AQ-3will remain significant and
unavoidable.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with measures to reduce dust and other emissions during access road
improvements and report to the MBUAPCD and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector, MBUAPCD monitoring stations

TIMING:
Monitoring will occur daily, during construction. Monthly reports will be submitted to the
MBUAPCD throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
MBUAPCD and Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

32. MMRPO010 - AIR QUALITY

Responsible Department:

Condition/ Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:
Implement BMPs including watering roads and construction areas, using chemical stabilizers,
and employing other appropriate measures.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with measures to reduce emissions from construction equipment and road
dust and report to the MBUAPCD and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector, MBUAPCD monitoring stations

TIMING:
Monitoring will occur daily, during construction. Monthly reports will be submitted to the
MBUAPCD throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
MBUAPCD and Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

PLN110373
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33. MMRP011 - GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

Implement BMPs including: Maximize on-road fuel efficiency; develop a VMT reduction plan;
use carpools, vanpools, or shuttle services to reduce worker-related VMT; reduce unnecessary
idling through use of auxiliary power units, electric equipment and enforcement of idling and
speed limits; properly maintain engines and equipment efficiently; implement a construction and
demolition plan that will result in at least 50 percent diversion through reuse or recycling of
nonhazardous construction waste; materials that are not recyclable or reusable for another
project will be hauled to the nearest waste disposal facility.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with measures to reduce emissions from construction equipment and
activities and report to the MBUAPCD and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Inspector, MBUAPCD monitoring stations

TIMING:
Monitoring will occur daily, during construction. Monthly reports will be submitted to the
MBUAPCD throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
MBUAPCD and Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

34. MMRP012 - NOISE

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

Use quiet-design equipment, mufflers, and enclosures; eliminate unnecessary idling; conduct
appropriate equipment maintenance and lubrication; implement timing restrictions for equipment
use.

Even with implementation of this measure, the impact will remain significant and unavoidable.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with daytime working hours restriction and report to Monterey County RMA -
Planning Department and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector

TIMING:
Monitoring will occur daily, during construction. Quarterly reports will be submitted to the County
throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

PLN110373
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35. MMRP013 - NOISE

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

To minimize noise impacts, limit access road upgrade construction as described in Condition 18,
use quiet design construction equipment; install enclosure panels when required on stationary
equipment; eliminate unnecessary idling; implement good maintenance and lubrication
procedures; implement timing restrictions such as limiting operations to daytime working hours;
limit construction worker passenger vehicle access during construction season and truck
deliveries of construction materials as described in Condition 18; enforce California Vehicle
Code prohibitions against faulty or modified loud exhaust systems; enforce reduced speed limits
to 15 mph on unpaved roads.

Even with implementation of these measures, the impact will remain significant and
unavoidable.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with measures to reduce noise generated during access road improvements
and report to Monterey County RMA - Planning Department and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPROTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector

TIMING:
Monitoring will occur daily, during construction. Quarterly reports will be submitted to the County
throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

PLN110373
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36. MMRPO014 - NOISE

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

To minimize noise impacts, night work would only be for sediment excavation at the SCD and
reservoir sites, no delivery trucks or heavy construction equipment would be moved at night,
access road construction will be limited to hours as described in Condition 18, use quiet design
construction equipment; install enclosure panels when required on stationary equipment;
eliminate  unnecessary idling; implement good maintenance and lubrication procedures;
implement timing restrictions, such as [imiting operations to daytime working hours; limit
construction worker passenger vehicle access during construction season and truck deliveries
of construction materials as described in Condition 18; enforce California Vehicle Code
prohibitions against faulty or modified loud exhaust systems; enforce reduced speed limits to 15
mph on unpaved roads.

Even with implementation of these measures, the impact will remain significant and
unavoidable.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:

Monitor compliance with measures to reduce noise from construction-related travel including
travel associated with mobilization, materials, and workers, and report to Monterey County RMA
- Planning Department and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector

TIMING:
Monitoring will occur daily, during construction. Quarterly reports will be submitted to the County

throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

PLN110373
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37. MMRP015 - TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:

Implement trip reduction plan for construction workers including use carpooling and use of
off-site park and ride areas; prepare Traffic Coordination and Communication Plan to define
specific schedules for truck deliveries and worker shifts to avoid peak commute and school bus
traffic; use resident Traffic/Transportation Coordinator; prepare and implement Traffic Safety
Plan to address vehicle size and speed, coordinate travel routes, coordinate with emergency
response entities, determine need for flag persons and traffic and speed limit signs. Equipment
trips will avoid peak traffic hours as described in Condition 18, will be coordinated with local fire
districts, and will be coordinated with school bus schedules. Develop vehicle and driver
inspection program, prepare Construction Management Plan per Monterey County RMA - Public
Works Department specifications that would reduce the number of project-related vehicles,
reduce interaction between construction and other vehicles, and promote public safety. The
Traffic Control Plan will include Carmel Valley Road between Carmel Village and the Tularcitos
High Road turnoff on Cammel Valley Road. Traffic impact fees will be paid to Monterey County.
Even with implementation of these measures, the impact will remain significant and
unavoidable.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:

Monitor compliance with measures to reduce impacts related to having additional traffic on the
area road network and report to the Monterey County RMA - Public Works Department,
Monterey County RMA - Public Works Department and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Traffic/Transportation Coordinator

TIMING:
Monitoring will occur daily, during construction. Quarterly reports will be submitted to the County
throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Public Works Department

38. MMRP016 - TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:
Restore affected public roads to pre-project condition immediately after construction is
complete.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
After construction, coordinate with the Monterey County RMA - Public Works Department to
immediately restore public roads to pre-project conditions.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Traffic/Transportation Coordinator

TIMING:
Coordinate with, and report to the Monterey County RMA - Public Works Department before and
post-construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Public Works Department

PLN110373
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39. MMRP017 - VISUAL RESOURCES (AESTHETICS)

Responsible Department:

Condition/Mitigation
Monitoring Measure:

Compliance or
Monitoring
Action to be Performed:

Planning Department

MITIGATION MEASURE:
To minimize visual impacts, lighting will be directed down towards work areas and shielded to

reduce sky glow and spillover.

Even with implementation of these measures, the impact will remain significant and
unavoidable.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ACTION:
Monitor compliance with measures to reduce the effects of construction lighting and report to
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department and DWR.

MONITORING OR REPORTING ENTITY:
Applicant and Applicant's Environmental Inspector

TIMINIG:
Monitoring to ensure compliance with mitigation will occur daily when nighttime construction is
necessary. Quarterly reports will be submitted to the County throughout construction.

ENFORCEMENT ENTITY:
Monterey County RMA - Planning Department

PLN110373
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Vicinity Map






Exhibit E

Carmel Valley Land Use Advisory
Committee Minutes of July 2, 2012 Meeting
(Distributed previously in July 2012)



MINUTES
Carmel Valley Land Use Advisory Committee
Monday, July 2, 2012

Meeting called to order by _Janet Brennan at 6:28 pm

Roll Call

Members Present: John Anzini, Janet Brennan, David Burbidge, Judy MacClelland, Doug Pease

Members Absent: Neil Agron, Charles Franklin

Approval of Minutes:

A. June 18, 2012 minutes

Motion: John Anzini (LUAC Member's Name)
Second: Doug Pease (LUAC Member's Name)
Ayes: 4
Noes: 0
Absent: 2 (Agron, Franklin)

Abstain: 1 (Brennan)

Public Comments: The Committee will receive public comment on non-agenda items that are within
the purview of the Committee at this time. The length of individual presentations may be limited by the
Chair.

None

Scheduled Item(s)



6. Other Items:

A) Preliminary Courtesy Presentations by Applicants Regarding Potential Projects

None

B) Announcements

Janet Brennan announced that the July 16, 2012 LUAC meeting will be held at the
Mid Valley Fire Station.

7. Meeting Adjourned: 7:10 pm

Minutes taken by: _ Judy MacClelland

Minutes received via email July 4, 2012



Action by Land Use Advisory Committee
Project Referral Sheet

Monterey County Planning Department
168 W Alisal St 2™ Floor
Salinas CA 93901
(831) 755-5025

Advisory Committee: Carmel Valley
Please submit your recommendations for this application by: Jaly 2, 2012

Project Title: CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER CO (SAN CLEMENTE DAM REMOVAL)

File Number: PLN110373 Item comtinued from 6/18/12 meeting
Fiile Type: PC

Planner: SCHUBERT

Location: SAN CLEMENTE DAM REGION

Project Description:

Combined Development Permit (formerly PLN080052) consisting of: 1) Use Permit for the removal of the San Clemente
Dam and related improvements; 2) Use Permit for the removal of the Old Carmel River Dam and related improvements;
3) Use Permit for development on 25% slopes; and 4) Use Permit for the removal of protected trees. The project includes
road improvements on the construction access route along Cachagua Road and the Jeep Trail. The property is located in
the San Clemente Dam Region, at the confluence of the Carmel River (River Mile 18.5) and San Clemente Creek,
approximately 15 miles southeast of the City of Carmel-by-the-Sea and 3.7 miles southeast of Carmel Valley Village
(Assessor's Parcel Number 417-051-004-000; 417-051-005-000; 417-051-001-000; 417-251-002-000-M), Greater
Monterey Peninsula Area Plan and Cachagua Area Plan.

Was the Owner/Applicant/Representative Present at Meeting? Yes X No

Jeffery Szytel, WSC Water Systems Consulting, Inc.

Was a County Staff/Representative present at meeting? Bob Schubert (Name)

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Name Site Neighbor? Issues / Concerns
(suggested changes)
YES NO
Deborah McFarland What kind of earthquake insurance does Cal.-
241 Vista Verde X Am have for the existing dams?

Cammel Valley, CA 93924




LUAC AREAS OF CONCERN

Concerns / Issues
(e.g. site layout, neighborhood
compatibility; visual impact, etc)

Policy/Ordinance Reference
(If Known)

Suggested Changes -
to address concerns
(e.g. relocate; reduce height; move
road access, etc)

Janet Brennan: Requested clarification
regarding lead agency for the project
application.

David Burbidge: Changes in
streambed. Use of San Clemente Drive
as transportation route. Timing of
Cachagua Road closure.

John Anzini: Opposed to project,
concern about sediment transport.
Asked about local-hire preferences. .

ADDITIONAL LUAC COMMENTS

Judy MacClelland: Requested comparison of pre-project and post-project floodplain.

Janet Brenman: In support of dam removal; dams are destructive to fisheries; project is well-designed.

RECOMMENDATION:

Motion by: Doug Pease

Second by: Dave Burbidge

X Support Project as proposed

Recommend Changes (as noted above)

Continue the Item

Reason for Continuance:

(LUAC Member's Name)

(LUAC Member's Name)

Continued to what date:

AYES: 4 (Pease, Burbidge, Brennan, MacClelland.)

NOES: 1 (Anzini)

ABSENT: 2 (Agron, Franklin)

ABSTAIN: 0




Exhibit F

Carmel Valley Land Use Advisory
Committee Minutes of March 18, 2013
Meeting



MINUTES
Carmel Valley Land Use Advisory Committee
Monday, March 18, 2013

1. Meeting called to order by Janet Brennan _ at 6:30 pm

2. Roll Call

Members Present: Janet Brennan, Charles Franklin, Judy MacClelland, , Neil Agron, John Anzini

Douglas Pease, David Burbidge

Members Absent: None

3. Approval of Minutes:

A. March 4, 2013 minutes

Motion: Neil Agron (LUAC Member's Name)
Second: John Anzini (LUAC Member's Name)
Ayes: 6 (Brennan, Franklin, MacClelland, Agron. Pease, Burbidge)
Noes: 0
Absent: 1 (Anzini arrived after approval of minutes)
Abstain: 0
4, Public Comments: The Committee will receive public comment on non-agenda items that are within the

purview of the Committee at this time. The length of individual presentations may be limited by the Chair.

None



5. Scheduled Item(s)

6. Other Items:

A) Preliminary Courtesy Presentations by Applicants Regarding Potential Projects

None
B) Announcements
None
7. Meeting Adjourned: 7:15 pm

Minutes taken by: Charles Franklin

Minutes received via email March 21, 2013



Action by Land Use Advisory Committee
Project Referral Sheet

Monterey County Planning Department
168 W Alisal St 2™ Floor
Salinas CA 93901
(831) 755-5025

Advisory Committee: Carmel Valley
Please submit your recommendations for this application by: March 18, 2013

Project Title: CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER CO (SAN CLEMENTE DAM REMOVAL)

File Number: PLN110373

File Type: PC

Planner: SCHUBERT

Location: SAN CLEMENTE DAM REGION

Project Description:

Combined Development Permit consisting of: 1) Use Permit for the removal of the San Clemente Dam and related
improvements; 2) Use Permit for the removal of the Old Carmel River Dam and related improvements; 3) Use Permit for
development on 25% slopes; and 4) Use Permit for the removal of protected trees. The property is located in the San
Clemente Dam Region, at the confluence of the Carmel River (River Mile 18.5) and San Clemente Creek, approximately
15 miles southeast of the City of Carmel-by-the-Sea and 3.7 miles southeast of Carmel Valley Village (Assessor's Parcel
Number 417-051-004-000; 417-051-005-000; 417-051-001-000; 417-251-002-000-M), Greater Monterey Peninsula Area
Plan and Cachagua Area Plan.

Was the Owner/Applicant/Representative Present at Meeting? Yes _X No

Trish Chapman, Coastal Conservancy

Was a County Staff/Representative present at meeting? Bob Schubert (Name)

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Site Neighbor? Issues / Concerns
Name
(suggested changes)
YES NO
Steve Wolpert, Sleepy Hollow Homeowners X See letter dated March 1
Assoc
Sharon Pizole X Physical wear on Carmel Valley Road




LUAC AREAS OF CONCERN

Concerns / Issues
(e.g. site layout, neighborhood
compatibility; visual impact, etc)

Policy/Ordinance Reference
(If Known)

Suggested Changes -
to address concerns
(e.g. relocate; reduce height; move
road access, etc)

ADDITIONAL LUAC COMMENTS

We recommend approval with due consideration for the needs of the Sleepy Hollow Community

RECOMMENDATION:

Motion by: Charles Franklin

(LUAC Member's Name)

Second by: Neil Agron

(LUAC Member's Name)

Support Project as proposed

X Recommend Changes (as noted above)

Continue the Item

Reason for Continuance:

Continued to what date:

AYES: 7 (Brennan, Franklin, MacClelland, . Agron, Anzini, Pease. Burbidee)

NOES: 0

ABSENT: 0

ABSTAIN: 0




Exhibit G

Cachagua Land Use Advisory Committee
Minutes of April 24, 2013 Meeting



MINUTES

Cachagua Land Use Advisory Committee R
- Wednesday, April 24, 2013

/7

APR 30 2013 =

)

i

[Pt

MONTEREY COUNTY
‘ PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Meeting called to order by Fidela Schneider at 6:02 _ pm
Roll Call
Members Present:

Fidela Schneider, Sarah Haussermann, David Schiffiman, Steve Ray,

Jack Galante & Tony Scardina

Members Absent: Kathy Herbermann

Public Comments: The Committee will receive public comment on non-agenda items that are within the
purview of the Committee at this time. The length of individual presentations may be limited by the Chair

None



i
-

@

4, Scheduled Item(s) | H \ R
‘ AP

MONTEREY COUNTY

5. Other Items: PLANNING DEPARTMENT

A) Appfove Revised Meeting Schedule (Changed May 29 to May 22 on schedule)

Motion by: David Schiffman (LUAC Membet's Name)

Second by: Sarah Haussermann (LUAC Membet's Name)

Ayes: 6 (Schneider, Haussermann, Schiffman, Ray, Galante & Scardina) -

Noes: 0
Absent: 1¢( HeBerrhann)

Abtain: 0

B) Preliminary Courtesy Presentations by Applicants Regarding Potential Projects

None

O Announcements

None

8. Meeting Adjourned: _ 7:35 pm

Minutes taken by: Tony Scardina




Action by Land Use Advisory Committee
Project Referral Sheet

Monterey County Plannh;g Department
168 W Alisal St 2™ Floor

Advisory Committee: Cachagua

Salinas CA 93901
(831) 755-5025
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MONTEREY COUNTY

Please submit your recommendations for this application by: April 24, 2013 PLANN’NG DEPARTMENT

Project Title: CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER CO (SAN CLEMENTE DAM REMOVAL)

Item continued from 3/27/13 meeting

File Number: PLN110373

File Type: PC

Planner: SCHUBERT

Location: SAN CLEMENTE DAM REGION
Project Description:

Combined Development Permit consisting of: 1) Use Permit for the removal of the San Clemente Dam and related
improvements; 2) Use Permit for the removal of the Old Carmel River Dam and related improvements; 3) Use Permit for
development on 25% slopes; and 4) Use Permit for the removal of protected trees. The property is located in the San
Clemente Dam Region, at the confluence of the Carmel River (River Mile. 18.5) and San Clemente Creek, approximately
15 miles southeast of the City of Carmel-by-the-Sea and 3.7 miles southeast of Carmel Valley Village (Assessor's Parcel
Number 417-051-004-000, 417-051-005-000, 417-051-001-000, and 417-251-002-000-M), Greater Monterey Peninsula

Area Plan and Cachagua Area Plan.

Was the Owner/Applicant/Representative Present at Meeting? Yes

Trish Chapman, California-American Water Co
Jeff Szytel, California-American Water Co

X No

Trish Chapman and Jeff Szytel commented to the board that the applicant and SHHOA were in negotiation in regards to
access routes, mitigation and believed the 2 parties were very close to an agreement

Was a County Staff/Representative present at meeting? Bob Schubert : (Name)
PUBLIC COMMENT:
Site Neighbor? Issues / Concerns
Name
(suggested changes)
YES NO
Steve Woolpert, President SHHOA X See letter dated 4/19/2013
Hershtin Schlager X SHHOA — questions only




LUAC AREAS OF CONCERN

Concerns / Issues
(e.g. site layout, neighborhood
compatibility; visual impact, etc)

Policy/Ordinance Reference
(If Known)

Suggested Changes -
to address concerns
(e.g. relocate; reduce height; move
road access, etc)

Dust and noise mitigation at San
Clemente Drive

See SHHOA letter dated 4/19/2013

See SHHOA letter dated 4/19/2013

| County road conditions during project
and after project completion

See LUAC recommendations below

See LUAC recommendations below

Public access to BLM and donated
properties in project area

See LUAC recommendations below

See LUAC recommendations below

ADDITIONAL LUAC COMMENTS

Fidela speaking for the absent Kathy Herbermann voiced concerns over the existing road conditions east of the Carmel
Valley Village and that the baseline study is taking place after pipeline project has left this section of the road in
disrepair. Recommends road be brought up to County standards regardless of after the fact baseline study.

RECOMMENDATION:

The LUAC recommends approval of the project subject to the following conditions:’
1) Recommends that the suggestions contained in the April 19, 2013 letter from the SHHOA be included in the
conditions of approval as deemed appropriate by County staff
2) Once the land being donated by CAW is transferred to BLM public access is strongly encouraged.
3) Recommend that the Planning Commission take into consideration to repair Carmel Valley Road, east of the
Carmel Valley Village to the entrance of the new access route, to County standards following completion of

the project.
Motion by: Tony Scardina (LUAC Member's Name)
Second by: Steve Ray (LUAC Member's Name)

Support Project as proposed

X __ Recommend Changes (as noted above)

Continue the Item

R APR 3 0 2013 =

MONTEREY COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Reason for Continuance:

Continued to what date:

Ayes: 6 (Schneider, Haussermann, Schiffman, Ray, Galante & Scardina)
Noes: 0
Absent: 1 (Heberfnann)

Abtain: 0
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/o Steve Woolpert, President
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- 83 1—559-3050 ’
april1s, 2013 O 4241

Men reyeCoubnty 'Plannmg Départment
168 W. Alisal Street, 2™ Floor
Salinas, CA'93901

Stibject: San Clemente Dam Removal and Carmel River-Re-route Project. TularcitosHigh Road
‘Conditions of Approval.

Dear Cachagua Land Use Advisory Committee Members:

Thankyou for receiving our March 27, 2013 letter of- recommendations of Conditions of
Approval for the subject project at your last meeting held on:March 27, 2013.

Following your meeting, we have had the opportumty tofeet with the applucant and discuss.
how to best fine-tune the project design, condition its operations, and thereby provide for
pratecting the quality of fife:for our residents.-Moreover, we have read the project’s EIR
Addendum: (date stamped April 5,2013; released to the public April 17, 2013).

alignments:have 4 common attnbute Earth materlal shall be placed (berm) and/or the road
shaltbe designed (cut-and fill) so as'to block the:line-of-sight of moving. equipment and trucks
from or residents:occupying the dwellings on Lots 1 ~ 5. All thri e.,(3) ahgnments are wnth

respect to the segment of the Tularcitos High Road between 1
‘Tank, where the project traffic is-currently proposed to travel within 2_,500.’ ,of these dwellmgs.
‘The alighments-are:. '

1. Alignment#1 This would use the'existing Pipeline Road and the Filter Plant Road/Spur
Road,

2. Alignment #2 This:would use only the Filter Plant Road/Spur Road, and

3. Ahgnment #3 This would use-a Northern portion of the existing Pipeline Road connected
toanew graded connéction road up to beyond the applicant’s gate.on the San Clemente
Drive (existing upon the fands of the applicant).

attached Figpres 13 and 14_



We have prepared and attached a complete list; including the access-road alignment
alternatives discussed above, of recommended Project Conditions. Should you choose to
tecommend:approval of this Project, we are respectfully asking you to please include the
Project Conditions, as listed on the:attachment, in:such recommendation.

Please do not hesitate to.contact us with any questions or suggestions you may have. Thank
you.

Sincerely,

SLEEPY HOLLOW HOMEOWNERS-ASSQCIATION

BY: Steve Woolpert, Its President.

Attachments

CC: Richard'Svindlaiid, Vice President-Engifieering
Galifornia. American Water



April 19, 2013

San Clemente Dam Removal and Carmel River re-Route Project.
Sleepy Hollow Residential Community Considerations:
Recommended Conditions-of Approval

[ularcitos High Road (THR) from E, Carmel Valley
Road follawin v entified in'the attached Figures 1, 2, and 13, excepting
that the THR segment between the Filter Plant ‘and the Clearwell Tank-may-follow one or
more:of the following three alignments:

A Ahgnment #1 Existing Pipeline Road and the:Filter Plant-Road / Spur Road,

‘b. Alignment#2 Filter Plant Road / Spur Road, and

€. Ahgnment #3 The Northern portlon of the exnsting P|peI|ne Road and a new graded

CAW)_
Alignments #1 ~#3 are illustrated on the attached Figures 13 and 14.

Ahgnments #2 and #3 shall be de5|gned to provnde for no Ime— f-snght of cars, trucks

Earth-material, or its equivalent in terms of noise attenuation, used to-block line-of-sight,
shall be a‘several feet higher or-wider, as the case:maybe, than the line-of-sight in order
to. adequately mitigate adverse noise for the residents of said dwellings. Moreover; the:
appearance of the noise attenuation matenal whether it be earth material exposed by a
grading cut; earth bermor temporary. structure, shall be in reasonable harmony with the
Sleepy Hollow neighborhood and, before construction, shall first be reviewed by the
Sleepv Hollow HOA and: approved. administratively by the County of Monterey Planning
Department

ShOuld CAW choose to use Ahgnment #1, the type of project traffic that may use the

Pipel is litnited to trucks, automoblles, and pickups. The type.of project traffic
that maya e the Filtar Plant ‘Road/Sput Road:is limited to self-propelied heavy equipment-
and.a fuel truck.

Shotild CAW chioose to use Alignment #2, the type of project traffic that may use the Filter
Plaint Road/Spur Road.is not limited.

Should CAW choose to use Alignment 43, the type of project traffic that-may use the
Northern portion'of the Plpeline Road.and the.new graded connection up to beyond the
San Clemente Drive:gate; where it-exists on CAW lands, is not limited.



4, CAW'may use the. Off-l_oadmg and-Loading:area asidentified on the-attached:Figure 1
only during9:00am to. 3:00pin, non-holiday, weekdays.

:USJQS;:BIIOWéd’ri'rirtih'e Off-Loading and Loading area are: ‘Heavy Equipment and materials
off-loading and loading.. The:materials specifically permitted include general
mris"'tr'ucfion materials ’(e 8 piping, Iandscape m'at'er'ials, sheet pilihg; aggreg‘ate base

Uses disallowed in-the Off-Loading and Loading area specifically include:
i. Any processing of any materials, including, but not limited to, aggregate,
concrete, timber, vegetation, and soil. '
I The operatlon of: any portable or statlonary machmery, mcludmg

Storageo ,;-matenais or equnpment “Storage” is defined as being idle or
_rem_aming.m_ the Area in excess of five (5) calendar days.

. rive withir y Hollow'Is strictly limited to.

week: construction of the Easternmost 1,000’ segment: of the THR
THR intersection with E. 'Carmel Valley Road):and,.simultaneously,
for the: purpose of accéssing the San Cleménte Dam site in order to conduct additional
studies, . build fencing, maintain the steelhead program, and the like.. Said 1,000’
segment-shall be constructed immediately upon Project commencement. In no case
shiall CAW continue such use of $an Clemente Drive beyond-calendar year 2013.

6. Projecttraffic using San Clemente Drive as described in Paragraph #5 above is limited, as
follows: -a. thie Gross Vehicle Weight (GVW) limiit'is twenty (20) tons, and b.. the days
and hours of use are limited to non= holiday, weekdays, with cars and pickups only

within 7:00am~ 7:00pm, and:all:other traffic ard equipment only within 9:00am ~
3:00pm.

7. CAW shall imsmiediately {within said:6-Week construction period for the easternmost
1,000” ségment) pave such segment of the THR from E. Carmel Valley Road to the Off-
Loading/Loading area shown in the attached Figure 1., and upen Project completion, the
THR route that CAW intends to.use as its continuing, post-project, long-term road, shall
then be paved from the Off-Loading/Loading area to the Clearwell Tank



8. Forthepurposes of the Project, CAW’s use of the segments of the THR:that run from E.
Carmel Valley Road to-the Clearwell tank, as identified on theé attached Figures 1, 2, 13,
i . and.as further described-herein asAlignments #1 - #3, shall be in the manner as
( 'rth‘:i Trucks, truck and trailers, -and equipment.are permitted to operate within the
of 9:00am —3:00pm, non-holiday weekdays. Carpool cars and personal cars-and
mployees are. permntted to: operate 00 am=7:00 pm, Monday -Saturday,
and: Supétvisors/Managers in personal cars or pickups:are permitted to operate 24/7.
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Exhibit H

Original Project Application (Distributed in
packet for July 25, 2012 Workshop to
Planning Commissioners only, on CD)



Exhibit I

Original Supplemental Application
Materials (Distributed in packet for
September 12, 2012 Hearing)



Exhibit J

Revised Project Application (March 2013)
(Provided to Planning Commissioners on
April 25, 2013 1n Separate Binder)



Exhibit K

2008 Final EIR/EIS (CDWR, distributed on
August 29, 2012 to Planning Commissioners
only, on CD)



Exhibit L

July 2012 Final SEIR No. 1 (CDWR,
distributed on August 29, 2012 to Planning
Commissioners only, on CD)



Exhibit M

August 2012 Final SEIR No. 2 (California
Coastal Conservancy, distributed on August
29, 2012 to Planning Commissioners only,

on CD)



Exhibit N

April 2013 Addendum (CDWR)



DF?’T OF WATER RESOURBES
BIVESAFETY OF DAMS
~ Addendum to the Environmental Impact Report LULATK =0 PH & 5]
for the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project
(State Clearinghouse Number 200591148)

A. Introduction and Background

The San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project was the subject of a Final Environmental
Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (FEIR/EIS) that was certified by the
Department of Water Resources (DWR) in 2007.

California American Water Company (CAW), the project applicant, recently notified DWR’s
Division of Safety of Dams of its desire to make slight changes to two elements of the project
relative to what had been described in the FEIR/EIS. DWR has determined that the proposals
represent minor changes that do not trigger the need for a subsequent EIR pursuant to

Section 15162 or a supplement to an EIR pursuant to Section 15163.

DWR has prepared this Addendum to the FEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subsection (a) which states “The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an
addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of
the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subseqguent EIR have
occurred.”

B. Proposed Changes

CAW proposes two changes to the Tularcitos Access Route as described in the FEIR/EIS, a
substitute of the entrance to the route and a change in the size and location of staging areas.
This substiiute and the changes fo the staging areas are depicted on Figure 1 (modified from
Figure 3.2-2 in the FEIR/EIS). The substitute entrance and relocated staging areas are
depicted in red on Figure 1. Two staging areas that were evaluated in the FEIR, but which
CAW does not currently plan to develop, are shown in biue. The remainder of the route as
described in the FEIR/EIS at Figure 3.2-2 is the same.

CAW has also proposed specific implementation measures associated with construction
access invalving the installation of a temporary crossing over the existing concrete ford where
the access road crosses the Carmel River (see Figure 1). CAW intends to build a temporary
crossing to avoid direct use of the existing in-stream concrete ford for construction traffic. Use
of the in-stream concrete ford was discussed in the FEIR/EIS, but it was aiso anticipated that
minor improvements might be made to the existing access road (see Chapters 3.2.5, 3.4.5, and
3.5.5in the FEIR/EIS). As a result, the temporary crossing does not constitute a change to the
FEIR/EIS.

Page 1 0of3




1. Access Route Entrance

Access to the project work site by way of the Tularcitos Access Route was evaluated in the
FEIR/EIS at pages 3.2-23 through 3.2-27.

CAW has proposed to relocate the entrance to the Tularcitos Access Route to a location on
Carmel Valley Road approximately 1,100 to 3,200 feet west of San Clemente Drive on land
owned by CAW. The precise entrance location will be selected by the contractor based the
most feasible location for the bridge crossing. The purpose of this change is to further reduce
noise, traffic, and other impacts to a residential neighborhood. The substitute entrance would
have basically the same impacts as those that would result from the route described in the
FEIR/EIS. Although the location is slightly different, the same species, habitat, and other -
environmental concerns are the same for either entrance route. Mitigation measures would be
the same for the new route as the route described in the FEIR/EIS.

2. Staging Areas

The FEIR/EIS evaluated the impacts of a 5-acre concrete batch plant and staging area located
approximately 2,400 feet northeast of the Carmel Valley Filter Plant road (page 3.2-10,

Figure 3.2-8) and a .65-acre staging located approximately 2,600 feet scuth of the Carmel
Valley Filter Plant road (page 3.2-15). These are depicted in blue on Figure 1.

CAW has proposed changes to the staging areas including different locations and smaller
sizes. The analysis in the FEIR/EIS anticipated use of the Tularcitos Access Route in
conjunction with the dam buttressing alternative. Because CAW has elected to remove the
dam instead, the farger staging areas evaluated in the FEIR/EIS will not be required. For
instance, the following staging areas proposed by CAVW would be in lieu of the 5-acre concrete
batch plant and staging area and the .65-acre staging area described in the FEIR/EIS.

CAW has proposed development of the following sites.

Staging Area 1- Approximately 1.3 acre offloading area for equipment at the intersection of the
new entrance with the Carmel Valley Filter Plant access route.

Staging Area 2 - Approximately 0.9 acre staging érea near the existing Clearwell Tank.

Staging Area 3 - Approximately 2.0 acre staging area near Monferey Peninsula Water
Management District's Sleepy Hollow Steelhead Rearing Facility

3. Temporary Crossing Over Existing Concrete Ford

The FEIR/EIS discussion of construction access from Carmel Valley Road to San Clemente
Dam includes the use of a concrete in-channel ford where the access road crosses Carmel
River (see pages 3.2-24, 3.4-4, and 3.5-17). However, California Department of Fish and
Wildiife will not permit the use of the in-channel concrete ford during periods when there is flow
in the Carmel River. Therefore, CAW plans to install a temporary crossing over the Carmel
River to avoid use of the in-stream concrete ford.

Page 2 of 3




C. Environmental impact of Proposed Changes

DWR concludes that the proposed changes will not cause new or different environmental
impacts from those already evaluated in the FEIR/EIS,

The substitute entrance to the access route covers a similar distance and would be
constructed using similar materials and techniques as the entrance discussed in the FEIR/EIS.
All mitigation measures described in the FEIR/EIS would apply to the substitute entrance.

The substitute staging areas would likewise not result in any new or different environmental
impacts, The overall staging area footprint will be less than that described in the FEIR/EIS, and
no additional impacts will occur as a result of developing and using these staging areas.

Installation of the temporary crossing over the existing concrete ford would not result in any
new or different environmental impacts. Installation and use of the temporary crossing will
further reduce Carmel River fishery and water quality impacts.

At the request of CAW, URS Corporation reviewed and briefly documented potential impacts of
the proposed changes to wildlife and vegetation, among other things (see attached). URS
conclusions, that neither proposed change would cause any new environmental impacts not
previously identified and mitigated for, are consistent with DWR’s conclusions.

D. Department of Water Resources Approval of Addendum
| find that:
1. Changes or additions have been proposed for the Project.

2. The changes or additions proposed for the Project are minor changes that do not tngger the
need to prepare a subsequent EIR or supplement to the FEIR.

3. Because the location, nature, and extent of project impacts will be the same or less than
those described in the FEIR, no new or more severe environmental impacts will result as a
result of the changes or additions proposed for the Project, and an Addendum is appropriate.

1// Vg i  alshs

David A. Gutierrez, Chief Date
Division of Safety of Dams
Department of Water Resources

Altachments:

CEQA Memo

Tularcitos Fisheries Memo

San Clemente Dam Traffic Memo

Access Road Length Email

Tularcitos Access Road Route Supplemental Noise Analysis
CRRDR THR Wetland Summary

Tree and Vegetation Impacts Technical Memo

NoOOALD =
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DEFT.-OF WATER RESGURCES
DIV-SAFETY OF DAMS
BI3EPR -5 PH b 5
Date: March 20, 2013, revised April 5, 2013
To: Bob Schubert, Monterey County Planning Department
From: Bill Martin, Katherine Dudney, Francesca Demgen and Seth Gentzler, URS Corporation

Re: CEQA Memo: Propased Changes to the Tularcitos Access Route and Comparisan of Potential
Impacts

In 2006 the Department of Water Resources {DWR} released a joint Environmental impact
Report/Environmental impact Statement (EIR/E{S) in compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Poficy Act (NEPA) for the San Clemente Dam Seismic
Safety Project. In December 2007, DWR certified the Final EIR/EIS (FEIR/EIS) in compliance with CEQA;
the document was published in January 2008. The FEIR/EIS analyzed a number of project alternatives
ranging from strengthening the existing dam to complete dam removal. Construction access for each of
the alternatives was assessed in the FEIR/EIS. In July 2012, DWR finalized a Supplement to the EIR {July
2012 SEIR) which evaluated the impacts of: 1} increased volume of sediment excavation; 2) removal of
the instrument hut near the dam’s left abutment; 3} refined approaches to slope stabilization and water
diversion; 4) modifications to expected project-generated traffic volumes; 5} realignment of the
Reservoir Access Road connecting the Jeep Trail to the reservoir area; and 6} use of Tassajara Road and
Southern Cachagua Road for a portion of the project traffic. In August 2012, the State Coastal '
Conservancy finalized a second SEIR (SEIR #2) which evaluated the impacts of removing Old Carmel River
Dam rather than notching it.

In the FEIR/EIS, construction access for the Proponents Proposed Alternative (Dam Strengthening) was
via the Tularcitos Access Route, an access route from Carmel Valley Road, located entirely on land
owned by California American Water {CAW). The route would pass by the Carmel Valley Filter Plant to
San Clemente Drive, then split into a Low Road to the base of San Clemente Dam and a High Road to the
top of the dam. This route, with slight modifications is being incorporated into the alternative currently
proposed for construction: The Carmel River Reroute and San Clemente Dam Removal (CRRDR,
Alternative 3 in the FEIR/EIS). The Tularcitos Access Route modifications and potential impact changes
are the subject of this memo, prepared in response to Monterey County’s request for information,
namely:

1. Adescription of proposed changes to the CRRDR project :

2. Comparison of the proposed 2013 Tularcitos - High Road Access Route (THR) with the
Tularcitos Access Route as assessed in the FEIR/EIS

3. Assessment of the potential changes to impacts and mitigation as a result of the new route

The incorporation of the modified Tularcitos Access Route for all construction access would eliminate
the impacts evaluated in the July 2012 SEIR associated with realignment of the Reservoir Access Road
and the use of Tassajara Road and Southern Cachagua Road for a portion of the project traffic. All of the
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other project changes evaluated in the July 2012 SEIR, plus the changes evaluated in SEIR #2, would
continue to apply to the proposed project.

1.0 Description of Original and Proposed Modified Routes

1.1 Original {2008) Tularcitos Access route

in the FEIR/EIS, the original Tularcitos Access Route, shown on Figure 1, included a new bridge over
Tularcitos Creek, upgrades to both the High Road to the upper portion of San Clemente Dam {SCD) and
the Low Road to the base of the dam, and improvements to the existing Pipeline Access Road that runs
from the Filter Plant to the Clearwell. This route was to be developed as a permanent access road to the
Carmel Valley Filter Plant and SCD. )

The Tularcitos Access Route was described as a 3-mile access road to SCD from Carme} Valley Road
requiring realignment and improvements to accommodate heavy equipment used for construction
activities. The new road would start at Carme] Valley Road about 800 feet west of San Clemente Drive,
cross Tularcitos Creek over a new bridge, and provide access to a proposed staging area and concrete
batch plant (that were part of the Proponents Proposed Alternative). The existing road between the
staging area and the filter plant would be upgraded and widened to 22 feet.

Approximately 175 feet from its origin at Carmel Valley Road the route alignment crossed Tularcitos
Creek. A permanent, single-lane, 200 foot long, steel truss bridge with a wood deck and concrete
abutments was proposed. Though Tularcitos Creek normally contains minimal flow, the contributing
watershed at this location is approximately 36,000 acres and the bridge would have been designed to
pass a 100-year storm. It was estimated that a bridge with a clear area of approximately 800 square feet
underneath would be necessary to pass flood flows from the 100-year storm.

In the 2008 proposed route, the bridge at Old Carmel River Dam {OCRD} would have been replaced to
accommodate heavy trucks.

Proposed improvements to the existing road surfaces included grading, minor widening, and vegetation
trimming at various locations along the filter plant road, San Clemente Drive {beyond the CAW gate} and
along the High and Low roads to accommodate construction traffic.

1.2 Proposed (2013) Tularcitos - High Road Access Route

Construction access for the CRRDR Project will be provided via a.proposed construction access road
through CAW property that extends from Carmel Valley Road to the Project site. Figure 1shows the
proposed route alignment. The construction access road, hereafter referred to as the Tularcitos-High
Road (THR) route, will involve improvement of existing roads and construction of new roads and bridges,
as necessary to allow construction traffic and equipment to access the site. Other than a slight change
in alignment near the entrance, the route to the dam follows the route originally proposed in the
FEIR/EIS.

\\COASTI\Share\Conservancy Projects\07—004_5an_C!emente__bam_Rem0va1\CEQA\!20130322 DWR Addendum\Revised
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The THR route intersects with Carmel Valley Road approximately 1,100 feet west of San Clemente Drive,
A temporary bridge over Tularcitos Creek may be installed during CY1 and will be replaced by a
permanent crossing structure, no later than CY3. The bridge would span approximately 200 feet across
Tularcitos Creek at a height designed to pass 100-year storm event flows, thereby avoiding impacts to
fish passage.

After crossing Tularcitos Creek, the THR route will be graded to pass under a 30-inch water pipeline,
which will be braced to accommodate equipment passing underneath, Approximately 1,300 feet from
Carmel Valley Road the entrance portion of the THR route transitions to the existing CAW filter plant
access road. The THR route would follow the improved filter plant access road alighment for
approximately 2,500 feet until approximately 150 feet before the filter plant road intersects with San
Clemente Drive (near the existing CAW gate). At this point the THR route would extend due south for
approximately 200 to 300 feet before connecting into the existing CAW access road {an extension of San
Clemente Drive on CAW property). For this 200 to 300 foot portion of the route, the road bed would be
excavated down approximately 2 feet. The excavated material (approximately 150 cubic yards) will be
added to an unvegetated area of slope between the THR and San Clemente Drive. The fill will slightly
steepen the slope and create a berm between the THR and San Clemente Drive to minimize visual and
noise impacts to the adjacent residence {Figure 3).

After connecting into the existing CAW access road, the THR route wouid run south and east until its
intersection with the High Road. The access route would then follow the High Road alignment to its
termination at the site limits of work (near the left dam abutment staging area). The High Road would
require minor improvements for construction traffic. At the Sleepy Hollow Ford fow-flow crossing of the
Carmel River, a temporary bridge may be installed if the concrete ford is not sufficient to allow
construction traffic to cross the river. If a temporary bridge across the Carmel River is necessary, it
would either be sized to accommodate the 100-year storm, or would be removed from the river during
the wet season. )

One staging and one equipment offloading area would be built during CY1 along the THR Route (Figure
1). The equipment offloading area allows equipment mobilization trucks to off-load large construction
equipment and its location roughly corresponds to the concrete batch plant and staging area that was
part of the original route. This offloading area will not be used to store material or equipment. Types
of equipment include articulated haulers, large hydraulic excavators, motor graders, bulidozers (D12),
cranes, and mobile material screening plants. The equipment would then be driven under its own
power to the dam site using the High Road route summarized above. A staging area is planned along
the THR route near the existing clearweli, to stage both equipment and materials for the Project.

Ride sharing vehicles, material hauling trucks, smaller equipment hauling trucks, and limited
management personal vehicles would travel along the entire route to access the work area.

At the start of construction, select construction equipment would occasionally use San Clemente Drive
through the Sleepy Hollow community to facilitate construction of the access roads.
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Heavy construction equipment would access OCRD for demolition activities using either the Plunge Pooi
Access Road (Figure 1) from upstream after SCD is removed, or possibly the Low Road from SCD down to
OCRD prior to removal of SCD. The existing Low and Plunge Pool Roads would require relatively minor
removal of vegetation and grading to be made passable by construction equipment as opposed to the
more extensive improvements planned under the original route discussed in the FEIR/EIS.

The CEQA Addendum prepared by DWR considers locating the access route entrance off of Carmel
Valley Road and the bridge over Tularcitos Creek within the area from 1,100 to 3, 200 feet west of San
Clemente Drive on land owned by CAW {Figure 2). This memo considers both the specific route
proposed by CAW and the broader options addressed in the Addendum. The Addendum also assumes
use of the Pipeline Access Road as described in the FEIR/EIS. The impacts for use of the Pipeline Access
Road would be the same as assessed in the FEIR/EIS and no further analysis is necessary. CAW does not
currently propose to use the Pipeline Access Road.

2.0 Comparison of the Original and THR (new) routes
There are essentially four primary changes between the original and 2013 proposed access route:

1} Change in entrance location along Carmel Valley Road and alignment of the initial portion of the
access road, including the location of the Tularcitos Creek Bridge {Figures 1 and 2)

2} Atthe south end of San Clemente Drive the road is realigned to the west placing it further away
from Sieepy Hollow residences, before connecting to San Clemente Drive south of CAW's locked
gate and adding a landscaped earthen berm

3) Possible instailation of a temporary bridge over the Sleepy Hollow Ford, and associated
approach grading

4) The THR would use the Low Road only minimally, and thus the Low Road would not need to be
extensively improved.

Tabile 1 further summarizes differences between the two routes,

Table 1: Comparison of Original Tularcitos Access Route and proposed 2013 THR routes

Issue Original Tularcitos Access Route 2013 THR Route

Tularcitos Creek Included Included but at a location approximately 250 feet

Bridge west of the originally proposed bridge.

Route Low Road ~ included In route and Includes use of the low road for access to Oid

: ‘| used by the majority of construction Carme! River Dam {(addressed in 2012 SEIR #2 for

traffic. Would have been improved OCRD removal}. Minor improvements such as
with cuts, including blasting, to : vegetation trimming and grading may be
achieve needed widths. necessary, but no widening would be required.
High Road -- High Road would be used- | Route involves use of High Road for incoming and
for outgoing traffic outgoing traffic,

Pipeline Access Road | Included included
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Table 1: Comparison of Original Tularcitos Access Route and proposed 2013 THR routes

Issue Original Tularcitos Access Route 2013 THR Route
Width 22 feet with a 3 foot drainage Road width would range from 12 to 18 feet
ditch along road tangents, and would be wider at

curves to accommodate design vehicle
turning radius.

Carmel River Bridge Replacement of bridge at Old Carmel | Possible installation of temporary bridge at the

River Dam Sleepy Hollow Ford
Staging Areas Concrete batch plant and staging area | Equipment offloading area at approximately
near Carmel Valley Road. same location as original concrete batch plant

and staging area.

Near Clearwell tank {optional) Near Clearwell tank (Figure 1}

3.0 Discussion of Impacts and Mitigation

This section provides a brief discussion of impacts of the 2013 THR Route and compares those
qualitatively {and guantitatively if possible) to the impacts described in the FEIR/E!S. In many cases as is
typical for many CEQA documents, impacts in the FEIR/EIS are described on a project-wide basis and not
specifically quantified by individual project components (e.g., a specific access road).

In general, impacts for the THR were covered in the FEIR/EIS. Impact quantities may be somewhat
different {greater or less), but the typeé of impacts were considered and would be similar to those
already described in the FEIR/EIS. There are only minor changes in the alignment of the THR, and
compared with the route assessed in the FEIR/EIS, impacts‘ would not be substantially different than
those already addressed and would not be considered “new” impacts. Mitigation measures would be
the same as those described in the FEIR/EIS and July 2012 SEIR and summarized in the July 2012
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Final EIR/EIS and Final SEIR.

No new significant impacts or substantially increased significant impacts were identified.
No new mitigation measures are required and none are proposed.
3.1 Geology and Sails

Issues GS-2 {Access Route Landslides) and GS-4 (Soil Erosion) in the FEIR/EIS were assessed for the
original Tularcitos Access Route and would apply to construction of the THR. These impacts were
considered Less than Significant with Mitigation in the FEIR/EIS. Modification of the entrance alignment
and other minor modifications to the alignment would not alter the potential impacts described in the
FEIR/EIS. Mitigation® would be the same, and includes providing construction design specifications to

* For details on all mitigation measures, refer to the July 2012 MMRP,
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minimize slope instability at cuts for the access road and implementing erosion control and BMPs to
minimize erosion.

No new significant impacts would occur as a result of the proposed modifications to the Tularcitos
Access Route and no new mitigation measures would be required.

3.2 Hydrology and Water Resources

None of the Hydrology and Water Resources Issues (impacts) described in the FEIR/EIS were assessed
specifically for construction of the access road. Both the originally proposed Tularcitos Access Route
and the THR would construct a bridge over Tularcitos Creek. CAW proposes to locate the Tularcitos
Creek bridge approximately 250 feet west of the originally proposed bridge, and the Addendum
considers bridge locations up to 2,000 feet west of the criginally proposed bridge. Both the original and
currently proposed bridges would clear span Tularcitos Creek and would not affect fiow in the creek.
Both would be designed to pass the 100 year storm and both would be permanent structures, thus
there would be no differences in regards to Hydrology and Water Resources, other than location of the
bridge.

The THR would use the High Road with access to this road via the existing low-flow crossing or a
temporary bridge over the Carmel River at the Sleepy Hollow Ford (Figure 1). The temporary bridge
would also clear span the river with no supports or fill in the river that couid affect flow. The bridge
would be designed to pass the 100 year storm or be removed in the winter.

No new impacts to hydrology would occur and no new mitigation would be required.
3.3 Water Quality

FEIR/EIS Issues WQ-1 (Road Construction and Improvement Activities), WQ-2 {Instream, Streambank
and/or Stream Margin Construction Activities), and WQ-3 {Accidental Leaks and Spills of Toxic
Substances) apply to access road construction and were assessed for the construction of the original
Tularcitos Access Route. All of these impacts were considered less than significant with mitigation in the
FEIR/EIS. These impact categories would also apply to the THR.

As described in the FEIR/EIS, construction near streams could result in sedinient discharges and
increased turbidity. Accidental spills could release toxic materials into the water. The THR would not
involve substantially greater amounts of excavation near streams or have an inherently greater risk of
accidental spills or leaks than the originally proposed and analyzed route, and would thus not result in
any new significant impact. Impacts for the proposed modifications would stili be considered less than
significant with mitigation.

Mitigation measures for the original Tularcitos Access Route for Issues WQ-1, WQ-2 and W(Q-3 included
implementation of standard erosion control methods, BMPs, and associated water quality monitoring
measures developed and included in the project’s Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP}
{(Appendix K of the FEIR/EIS). For accidental spills of toxic substances, mitigation included adherence to a

\\COAST1\Share\Conservancy Projects\07-004_San_Clemente_Dam_Removal\CEQA\120130322 DWR Addendum\Revised
Addendum\CEQA memo for County 3-21_2013-tc rev 4-1-13ja.docx




Spill Prevention, Containment, and Countermeasure {SPCC} Plan to be developed by the construction
contractor.

Since impacts would be similar, the mitigation measures would apply and no new mitigation would be
required.

3.4 Fisheries

Studies conducted for the FEIR/EIS, and reported in Section 4.4 of the document, characterized fish
resources in both the Carmel River and Tularcitos Creek. The document acknowledged the presence of
steelhead, as well as steelhead spawning and rearing habitat in the Carme! River and Tularcitos Creek.

Issue Fi-1 {Access Route Improvements} in the FEIR/EIS addressed the construction of a bridge over
Tularcitos Creek and associated disturbance to riparian habitat for construction of the bridge. The road
approach and bridge construction wouid result in the loss of up to 50 feet of riparian vegetation shading
along each bank of Tularcitos Creek. This section also described impacts of road construction along the
Carmel River, including potential loss of riparian vegetation and potential water quality effects such as
short term increases in turbidity during construction. Mitigation measures for these impacts were
addressed in the FEIR/EIS and included reestablishment of riparian vegetation as identified in Appendix
U {Botanical Resources Management Plan} and implementation of a SWPPP to protect water quality, as
identified in Appendix K of the FEIR/EIS. This impact was considered less than significant with mitigation
inthe FEIR/EIS.

Although the proposed THR has an entrance location that is 250 feet west of the original location,
impacts would be similar to those described in the FEIR/EIS, namely that approximately 50 feet of
riparian cover would be removed on each bank to construct the bridge. Approximately the same amount
of riparian habitat would have to be removed for bridge locations further to the west. Riparian habitat
and cover is similar throughout this reach of Tularcitos Creek, based on observations made during site
visits on January 15 and 22, 2013, therefore impacts to riparian habitat would be similar to that
addressed in the FEIR/EIS. Mitigation of the impacts would be the same as the original Tularcitos Access
Route as described in the FEIR/EIS. Disturbed riparian habitat would be replaced per guidance provided
in the Botanical Resources Management Plan (FEIR/EIS Appendix U). Temporary water quality impacts
from potentiaily increased turbidity would be the same as those described in the FEIR/EIS and would be
mitigated in the same way: by implementation of the provisions in the SWPPP. '

impacts of the THR would be similar and thus would be considered less than significant with mitigation.
Mitigation would be as addressed in the FEIR/EIS and no new mitigation measures would be required,
however, the mitigation would now also apply to Tularcitos Creek.

Issue Fi-2 in the FEIR/EIS {Dewatering River Channels for Construction Purposes) described the impacts
of dewatering a 100-foot section of the Tularcitos Creek channel for bridge construction. Mitigation for
this impact was to implement fish rescue and relocation efforts for the dewatered portion of the creek.
This impact was considered a significant, unavoidahble short-term impact.
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The CAW’s proposed bridge across Tularcitos Creek for the THR would clear-span the creek and would
not have structures (pier walls or piles} located in the creekbed. No fili within the ordinary high water
mark would occur. Therefore, there would be no permanent loss of fish habitat. If the proposed bridge
requires pile driving that could result in hydroacoustic impacts to fish, dewatering a 100-foot section of
Tularcitos Creek may be necessary to avoid mortality to steelhead. Since the impacts would be the
same as described in the FEIR/EIS, the mitigation measures wouid apply and no new mitigation would be
required. The mitigation would now also apply to Tularcitos Creek.

The THR cutrently proposes to use the existing crossing at Steepy Hollow Ford, but may include a
temporary bridge for access to the High Road. This crossing was not specifically discussed in the fisheries
section of the FEIR/EIS, although fishery resources were adequately characterized for this river reach by
studies conducted for the original document. Approximately 50 feet of riparian vegetation would be
removed on each bank for placement of this bridge. This temporary crossing would clear-span the river
and would not result in any fill or placement of structures within the ordinary high water mark of the
river. In addition, no dewatering or diversion of the river would be necessary for placement of this
crossing. Disturbed riparian habitat would be replaced per guidance provided in the Botanical
Resources Management Plan and no new or additional mitigation measures would be required.
Temporary water quality effects would be similar to those described in the FEIR/EIS for the Tularcitos
Creek Bridge and would be mitigated through implementation of the provisions in the SWPPP, This
impact would be considered less than significant with mitigation.

The FEIR/EIS described removal of riparian vegetation as necessary along the Carmel River between the
Sleepy Hollow Ford and OCRD {the Low Road, Figure'1}. Tree removal would have been limited to only
those limbs or trees that require cutting to meet access requirements along the Carmel River between
the Sleepy Hollow Ford and OCRD. The Low Road would have been the primary access route to the dam
and this road wouid have undergone improvements inciuding replacement of the bridge at OCRD to
accommodate heavy trucks. These impacts would not occur with the proposed THR route.

35 Vegetation and Wildlife

issues VE-1 (Special-Status Plant Species), VE-2 {Loss of Protected Oak Woodland), VE-3 (Loss of other
Native Vegetation), VE-4 (Indirect Effects on Native Vegetation), Wi-6 {Tularcitos Access Road
Construction), W!-8 (Vegetation Removal and Construction-Related Disturbance), and WI-8 {Pre-Existing
Access Road Improvements) in the FEIR/EIS were assessed for the original Tularcitos Access Route and
would apply to construction of the THR. All of these issues were determined to be less than significant
with mitigation for the ariginal route. The mitigation proposed in the FEIR/EIS for each of the issues
would still apply and be the same for the THR.

Impacts to native vegetation (VE-1, VE-2, VE-3, and VE-4) would be similar between the original
Tularcitos Access Route and the new THR. In both cases, a new road would be constructed from Carmel
Valley Road, crossing over Tularcitos Creek, and connecting to the existing filter plant road. Both the
original Tularcitos Access Route and the new THR would result in the removal of riparian vegetation
around the Tularcitos Creek crossing and oak woodland as the route approaches the filter plant road.
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The quantities of habitat and tree removal would be similar. Potential impacts to special status plants -
and indirect effects to vegetation would be the same as considered in the FEIR/EIS.

If constructed, a new temporary bridge at Sleepy Hollow Ford may result in removal of approximately 50
feet of riparian vegetation. This impact is similar to the impact that will occur with the construction of
the bridge over Tularcitos Creek described in the FEIR/EIS. Construction of the bridge would avoid direct
impacts to wetlands and waters at this location by spanning the 100 year floodplain. if the existing ford
crossing is used, riparian vegetation removal would be minor if needed at all. In comparison to the
original Tularcitos Access Route, the quantity of this vegetation removal may be somewhat offset by the
reduced impacts to the Low Road for the THR. The mitigation described for these crossings, restoration
of riparian vegetation as per the Botanical Resources Management Plan, would apply to the temporary
bridge at Sleepy Hollow Ford. With the incorporation of this mitigation, these impacts would be less
than significant.

The Tularcitos Access Route was described as 22 feet wide with a 3 foot wide drainage ditch. The new
THR would be generally 12 to 18 feet wide, but may be slightly wider in some places to accommodate
turning or passing vehicles. Minor road widening will be needed on curves along the High Road. This
widening will occur primarily in areas that lack vegetation and would result in minimal impacts to
vegetation. Mitigation measures described in the FEIR/EIS would apply. With the incorporation of this
mitigation, these impacts would be less than significant.

Impacts to wildlife associated with the road construction, including direct and indirect impacts, would be
the same as described in the FEIR/E!S Issues WI-6 (Tularcitos Access Road Construction {effects to
special-status specieé)) and WI-9 {Pre-Existing Access Road Improvements (effects to special-status
species)). Mitigation measures proposed would still apply. These impacts were considered to be short-
term and less than significant with mitigation.

3.6 Wetlands

The THR route would avoid direct impacts to wetlands and other waters of the U.S. The construction of-
the bridge over Tularcitos Creek and the temporary bridge at the Sleepy Hollow Ford {if built) could
result in indirect impacts to wetland features as described in issue WET-3 {Indirect Impacts to Wetlands
and Other Waters of the U.S.} in the FEIR/EIS. The impacts and mitigation described for WET-3 would
apply to the THR. Similar to the findings in the FEIR/EIS, these impacts would be less than significant

" with mitigation and short-term. ’

3.7 Air Quality

Issue AQ-2 {Access Road Upgrades) assessed daily and annual air emissions for construction of access
roads for the proponents proposed project. Tables 4.7-18 and 4.7-19 in the FEIR/EIS provide estimated
emissions. Estimated daily emissions from fuel combustion for road construction itself would not
exceed any leve! of significance. Though PMy, did not exceed criteria, mitigation measures were
proposed to reduce fugitive dust emissions. Due to the nuisance level that could occur to residents of
Sleepy Hollow, DWR considered the impact significant and unavoidable for short periods of time.
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The THR has a very similar alignment to the Tularcitos Access Route assessed in the FEIR/EIS, also
includes construction of a permanent bridge over Tularcitos Creek, and would be constructed using
similar equipment. The THR would not involve extensive improvements to the Low Road or structural
improvements to the bridge at OCRD, but may invoive installation of a temporary bridge over the
Carmel River at the Sleehy Hollow Ford. Because the differences between the two routes are small, air
emissions resulting from construction of the THR would be similar to those described in the FEIR/EIS.

tssue AQ-3 (Project Generated Traffic) addressed impacts of the trucks and worker vehicies accessing
the site. Factors that affect the amount of emissions include the number of vehicle trips as well asthe
distance that vehicles are driven, Project generated truck trips for the proposed alternative are
described in the July 2012 SEIR {approximately 28 trips per day at the beginning of the construction
season and averaging about 3 trucks per day during most of the construction period}. Worker trips are
expected to be up to approximately 160 round trips per day on the THR route as evaluated in the SEIR.

Trip length is the other factor involved in determining exhaust emissions. A valid exhaust emissions
comparison is between vehicles traveling on the Alternative 3 (the CRRDR) access route with the current
THR route. The access route assessed for Alternative 3 in the FEIR/EIS was Carmel Valley Road to
Cachagua Road to the Jeep Trail, a distance of approximately 7 miles {one way) from the currently
proposed THR entrance to the dam site, Vehicles using the THR would trave! only approximately 4.5
miles (one way to the dam site}, thus exhaust emissions would be reduced somewhat because of the
shorter vehicle trip length. The access route analyzed in the July 2012 SEIR included the use of Tassajara
Road, Cachagua Road and the Jeep Trail, a significantly longer route {approximately 20 miles longer,
one-way, than the THR). When this route is compared with the THR, vehicle miles travelled are
substantially lower and thus emissions would be substantially lower than those addressed in the fuly
2012 SEIR,

Project generated traffic was considered a significant, unavoidable short-term impact in the FEIR/EIS
primarily due to fugitive dust emissions from vehicles traveling on unpaved portions of access roads.
This would still be considered significant due to truck travel on the unpaved portions of the THR to and
from the dam site that would sometimes be upwind of residential neighborhoods and, if not mitigated,
create the potential for dust nuisance complaints. Mitigation would be the same as that proposed in
the FEIR/EIS, and would primarily consist of requiring the contractor to minimize dust generated during
construction through implementation of the dust suppression techniques, including frequent watering
of unpaved surfaces and applying base rock.

3.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The FEIR/E!S did not analyze greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as this was not required under CEQA at
the time of publication (2008). In August of 2007, Senate Bill 97 directed the Office of Planning and
Research {OPR) to develop guideline amendments for the analysis of climate change in CEQA
documents. OPR released draft CEQA Guidelines for GHGs and final amendments to the CEQA
Guidelines became effective on March 18, 2010.
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DWR's 2012 supplemental EIR (SEIR) estimated total GHG emissions from fuel combustion equipment
and vehicles during construction. The access route analyzed in the SEIR was approximately 20 miles
Jonger than the THR route currently proposed. The SEIR concluded that GHG emissions would not
exceed levels of significance. The emissions were deemed to be small in comparison to the amount of
greenhouse gas emissions for major facilities that are required to report greenhouse gas emissions
{25,000 metric tons of CO2e per year). This is also consistent with DWR’s Climate Action Plan which
covers projects that emit less than a total of 25,000 metric tons of CO2e for the project or 12,500 metric
tons of CO2e per year for any single construction project.

To compare the THR emissions to the original access route, it is relevant to consider only the changes in
fuel combustion equipment and vehicle use since emission factors for the scenarios would be the same.
Total emissions are a combination of equipment use times an emission factor. The THR has a very similar
alignment to the Tularcitos Access Route analyzed in the FEIR/EIS. Like the original route, the THR
includes construction of a permanent bridge over Tularcitos Creek and would be constructed using
similar equipment. The THR would not invoive extensive improvements to the Low Road or structural
improvements to the bridge at OCRD, but may involve installation of a temporary bridge over the
Carmel River at the Sleepy Hollow Ford. Because the differences between the two routes are small and
would have similar equipment activity usage, the GHG emissions, even though they weren’t quantified
in the original FEIR/EIS, would be expected to be similar.

The access road.-improvements and truck trips analyzed in the 2012 SEIR were for more intensive road
access improvement activity and a longer truck trip route. Thus there is a reduction in overall fuel
combustion equipment and vehicle use associated with the THR compared to the Cachagua/Tassajara
Route analyzed in the July 2012 SEIR. Therefore the GHG emissions would be expected to be lower than
those reported for theJu!yA 2012 SEIR.

Based on a comparison of anticipated fuel combustion activity it can be concluded that the GHG
emissions associated with the change to the THR are less than the emissions evaluated in both the
previous FEIR/EIS and July 2012 SEIR. The impact from GHG emissions remains less than significant.

3.9 Noise

Issue NO-2 {Access Road Upgrades) and Issue NO-3 (Project Generated Traffic) in the FEIR/EIS described
noise impacts during the construction of the access road and noise generated by vehicles on the access
road during the construction phase of the project. These were considered significant, unavoidable short-

term impacts.

Access Road Construction: During access road construction equipment such as scrapers, buildozers,
backhoes, and excavators would be used. Construction equipment would be similar for both the
originally proposed route and the THR. This equipment typical generates noise levels of 75 to 85
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decibels {A-weighted, dBA?) at a distance of approximately 50 feet. The noise attenuates with distance
and the FEIR/EIS stated that noise exposures associated with road improvement would be in the 60 to
80 dBA range and would be very noticeable above background noise levels at Sleepy Hollow receptors.

A supplemental noise study was conducted for the THR. Additional ambient noise measurements and
modeling were conducted to assess potential noise impacts. This supplemental noise analysis showed
results similar to those reported in the FEIR/EIS. Construction activities wouid generate intermittent,
short-term, and unavoidable impacts at nearby noise-sensitive receivers when construction activities are
being conducted nearby. Impacts would decrease as construction activities move further away from
each respective receiver. Noise would be in the 60 to 80 dBA range, depending on the distance to the
receiver. The FEIR/EIS also concluded that noise generated by access road construction would range
from 60 to 80 dBA. These similar construction noise impacts would be considered significant,
unavoidable and short-term as they were for the originally proposed access route. Measures to reduce
access road construction noise levels would be the same as those presented in the FEIR/EIS and would
include:

e Use construction equipment that is of quiet design, has a high-quality muffler system, and is
well maintained. This includes trucks used to haul materials.

¢ Install engine enclosure panels when required on stationary gas, diesel, or pump equipment.

¢ Eliminate unnecessary idling of machines when not in use.

s Use good maintenance and lubrication procedures to reduce operating noise.

» Conduct construction activities during daytime hours

Project Generated Traffic: Project generated traffic noise was assessed in the FEIR/EIS. Typical project-
generated traffic would be comprised of material delivery trucks and construction worker vehicles
traveling to and from the site. Large diesel trucks would be employed to deliver aggregate and heavy
equipment to the dam site. These trucks have farge diesel engines and produce noise levels of 75 to 80
dBA under full load and 70 to 75 dBA while idling (100 feet). Construction worker vehicles traveling to
and from the dam site include standard gas engine cars, pickups and vans, producing noise levels of 55
to 65 dBA at 50 feet. Vehicles would be similar for the THR.

The FEIR/EIS estimated that receivers in Sleepy Hollow would experience intermittent truck passby noise
of approximately 60-77 dBA at areas in the northern portion of San Clemente Drive and approximately
65-80 dBA at locations nearest the southern end of San Clemente Drive (FEIR/EIS Table 4.8-8). Worker
vehicles would produce noise in the range of 47-57 dBA to the north and 50-60 dBA to the south. These
impacts were considered significant, unavoidable and short-term. The FEIR/EIS concludes that project
generated traffic noise for the CRRDR would be the same as for the Proponent’s Proposed Project.
Traffic noise would be generated by large diesel trucks delivering equipment materials to the site,
construction equipment driving to the site, and worker vehicles. .

2 A-weighting de-emphasizes the very low and very high frequency components of sound in a manner that
simulates the frequency response of human hearing, and correlates well with people’s group reactions to sound
and environmental noise.
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Noise modeling conducted for the THR yielded very similar results to those in the FIER/EIS, with truck
passby noise levels approximately 70-75 dBA at the north end of San Clemente Drive and approximately
77 dBA at the southern end and worker vehicle passbys at approximately 44-57 dBA. These are within
the range of estimates provided in the FEIR/EIS.

These noise levels would be intermittent and short-term, only occurring when trucks or worker vehicles
are passing nearby. However, since background levels are relatively low in the area away from Carmel
Valley Road, vehicle traffic passing the road several times per hour would be noticeable.

As with the original proposed access route, noise impacts from the THR would be considered significant,
unavoidabie and short-term and would he the same as those already addressed in the FEIR/EIS.
Mitigation would be the same as that in the FEIR/EIS. No new mitigation measures would be required.

3,10  Traffic and Circulation

The FEIR/EIS addressed three impacts related to the Tularcitos Access Route: Issue TC-4 (Inadequate
Corner Sight Distances), Issue TC-5 (New [ntersections), and Issue TC-6 {Neighborhood Quality of Life).

Corner Sight Distances: The FEIR/EIS determined that corner sight distance to the location of the
Tularcitos Access Road looking from the east along Carmel Valley Road was approximately 300 feet and
the sight distance from the west is approximately 350 feet. The posted speed limit on Carmel Valley
Road is 35 miles per hour {mph), although average vehicle speeds measured along this relatively straight
portion of the roadway were 40 mph. The recommended stopping sight distance is 300 feet for vehicles
traveling 40 mph, and therefore corner sight distances were deemed adequate, E

With CAW’s proposed alignment, the intersection for the THR would be approximately 1,100 feet west
of San Clemente Drive {(approximately 250 feet west of the original intersection). This location provides a
corner site distance from the east of approximately 380 feet, and a corner site distance from the west of
approximately 245 feet. A design speed of 40 mph is appropriate for vehicles approaching from the
east. As stated above, the stopping sight distance for a design speed of 40 mph is 300 feet. Therefore,
adequate corner sight distance would be provided on Carmel Valley Road for vehicles approaching from
the east. From the west, a design speed of 25 mph is appropriate as vehicles would be travelling slower
around the curves just west of the proposed intersection. The stopping sight distance for a design speed
of 25 mph is 150 feet, The corner sight distance approaching the proposed location of the THR entrance
from the west is approximately 245 feet, which exceeds the 150 foot stopping sight distance. Therefore,
adequate corner sight distance would be provided on Carmel Valley Road for vehicles approaching from
the west.

If the THR entrance is located further to the west, the recommended design speed is 45 mph, based on
measured vehicle speeds along this portion of Carmel Valley Road. The stopping sight distance for 45
mph is 360 feet. Asight distance of over 360 feet in both directions can be provided by locating the
intersection for the western entrance alternative at the center of the curve in Carme! Valley Road as
shown on Figure 1.
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New intersection: The FEIR/EIS addressed the new intersection on Carmel Valley Road that would be
created at the entrance to the Tularcitos Access Route. This intersection would be designed to meet
Monterey County design standards. The FEIR/EIS concluded that during periods of peak traffic demand
during the construction project, the new intersection would operate at Leve! of Service (LOS} A.

The traffic analysis was updated for the THR, using current peak project generated traffic estimates and
updated average daily traffic volumes for Carmel Valley Road. The analysis yielded the same resuit as
the FEIR/EIS, indicating the new intersection would operate at LOS A.

As for the original Tularcitos Access Route, the new intersection would be appropriately identified with
advance warning and/or construction work zone signage on Carmel Valley Road. Analysis of the peak
hour intersection operations indicates that left-turn channelization would not be required on the
westbound Carmel Valley Road approach and a right turn lane would not be required on the eastbound
Carmel Valley Road approach to the new THR.

Neighborhood Quality of Life: The FEIR/EIS addressed the use of San Clemente Drive through Sleepy
Hollow during the first year of construction for heavy equipment mobilization and worker trips, until the
Tularcitos Access Route construction was completed. This impact was considered significant and

unavoidable.

The currently propesed plan would not use San Clemente Drive though Sieepy Holiow for equipment
mobilization or worker trips on a regular basis, but vehicles and equipment would occasionally need to
access the site via this road early in the construction schedule. Use of San Clemente Drive will be
consistent with the terms and conditions of the August 29, 2012 MOU between CAW and the Sleepy
Hollow Homeowners Association. Use of San Clemente Drive woulid likely be less than that described for
the original Tularcitos Access Route and for a shorter period of time,

Construction vehicle use of San Clemente Drive would still be considered signiﬁcént, unavoidable and
short-term under the THR, however, the level of impact would be somewhat less than under the original
plan. Mitigation set forth in the FEIR/EIS included {but was not limited to} developing and implementing
a Traffic Coordination and Communication Plan, a Traffic Safety Plan, and traffic volume limitations.

3.11  Cultural Resources

issue CR-1 {Ground Disturbance} was addressed in the FEIR/EIS. A large village site (labeled AR-1in the
FEIR/EIS) extends on both sides of the Tularcitos Access Route just north of the Carmel Valley Filter Plant
{CVFP). The site consists of two large midden areas separated by a smali, possibly sterile, area.
Constituents of the site include shell and faunal bone fragments, some of which appear to be burned,
lithic tools, mortar fragments, pestles, metates, and other possibly ground stone milling tools. At least
five bedrock mortar features have been located along the riverbank. The site has been recommended
eligible for listing on the NRHP. The FEIR/EIS concluded that improvement or increased use of the
current access road near the CVFP could damage or destroy the archaeological resource. As portions of
this village site within the APE are still intact, monitoring of construction activities was recommended to
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protect those portions from inadvertent damage. This impact was considered less than significant with
mitigation.

The THR would follow the same route in this area as the original Tularcitos Access Route, and thus the
same impacts could occur. Mitigation addressed in the FEIR/EIS, in the form of a comprehensive
monitoring plan would be implemented for the THR. In addition, the contractor has agreed to not
conduct any excavation in this area.

3.12  Aesthetics

Views from residences were assessed in the FEIR/FEIS. Generally, views of the Tularcitos Access Route
are obstructed for most residences due to terrain and dense vegetation. Portions of the access route
and staging areas may visible from more elevated, but distant focations north of Carmel Valley Road. In
these more distant locations, residents may view trucks and vehicles travelling the road and equipment
being offloaded, during regular daytime working hours. The FEIR/EIS considered potential impacts to
views from Sleepy Hollow, primarily of the concrete batch plant, as significant and unavoidable, but
short-term. Other visual impacts were considered less than significant due to the more distant views.
No mitigation was proposed.:

The THR does not differ significantly from the original route in the majority of its alignment, but the
proposed project alternative (CRRDR} does not include a concrete batch plant. The equipment
offloading area would be in the same approximate location as the batch plant described under the
Proponents Proposed Alternative in the FEIR/EIS. Impacts to visual resources from the THR are expected
to be the same, or somewhat less, with some residents patentially being able to see construction
vehicles and equipment at clearings or partially screened through the vegetation along the route. Atthe
southern end of the San Clemente Drive, the berm between the THR and San Clemente Drive, described
in Section 1.2, would help to screen this portion of the THR from the residence near the CAW gate.

As with the original proposed access route, potential impacts from the THR route to views from Sleepy
Hollow would be considered significant, unavoidable and short-term while other visual impacts wouid
be considered less than significant, Mitigation would be the same as that in the FEIR/EIS. No new
mitigation measures would be required.

3.13  Recreation

Neither the originally proposed Tularcitos Access Route nor the THR would affect recreational users.
The access route is on private property and would be for private use only.

3.14 Land Use

There would be no changes to land use impacts as described in the FEIR/EIS.
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3.15  Other Environmental Effects

Other environmental effects addressed in the FEIR/EIS included population, housing, and employment.
These issues are not specific to the access route component. No specific impacts were addressed for
the access route in the FEIR/EIS and no new impacts in these topic areas would be applicable to the THR.

4.0 CEQA Documentation for the THR

Pursuant to 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15162, CEQA requires preparation of a subsequent
EIR if the lead agency determines that a project has undergone substantial changes which will require
major revisions of the previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects, a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects, or new mitigation
measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR.

The preceding analysis and impact category evaluation suggests that the THR does meet these criteria.
THR involves a minor relocation of the intersection with Carmel Valley Road, slight modifications to the
alignment near Carmel Valley Road, and potentially the installation of a temporary bridge over the
Sleepy Hollow Ford.

Pursuant to Section 15163, a supplement to the EIR is appropriate when there are new significant
effects or mitigation being introduced, but project changes are otherwise minor. As described in Section
15164,an addendum is appropriate when changes to the project are minor and no new significant
impacts would occur and no new mitigation is required. 5ince the Tularcitos Access Route was included
in the FEIR/EIS and the changes due to the THR are minor, it is our belief that an addendum would be a
sufficient CEQA level document.

The proposed THR would result in small changes in quantities of some of the impacts {e.g., minor
changes in the amount of vegetation removed). As described above, none of the changes would result
in new significant impacts or substantially increased impacts that were considered significant in the
FEIR/EIS, nor is there need for new mitigation measures. Mitigation would be applied as described in
the FEIR/EIS. '

Table 2 summarizes the resource topics, impacts that were evaluated in the FEIR/EIS for the Tularcitos
Access Route and whether mitigation already described in the FEIR/EIS is applicable to the changes as a
result of the current design of the THR.
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Erosion, Access route

Yes, same FEIR covers slope stability/landslides
landsides mitigation for access routes. Analysis of soil
would apply erosion is applicable to any ground
disturbing activities at the site,
including access routes.
Hydrology and Water | No specific impacts No NA No impact. New bridges will not be
Resources for road construction within the OHWH of Carmel River or
’ Tularcitos Creek and will not disrupt
flow.
Water Quality Sediment discharges, No Yes Water quality impacts and mitigation
turbidity; accidental from road construction were
leaks and spills of addressed in general terms, applied to
toxic materials all activities. The same mitigation
measures would apply fo THR, .
Fisheries Loss of riparian No Yes Impacts associated with Tularcitos

vegetation,
dewatering of
Tularcitos creek
channel during
cornstruction of bridge

crossing would be similar to those
described in 2008 FEIR.
Mitigation would not change and

would apply to installation of the
temporary Sleepy Hollow ford bridge.




‘Vegetation and
Wildlife

Vegetation: Impacts
to virgate eriastrum
and blue oak along
Tularcitos Access
Wildlife: Potential
impacts to several
species including
CRLF, woodrat, pallid
bat.

O L
Vegetation section of FEIR does not
cover specific project features, though
mention is made of avoiding eriastrum
along the Tularcitos route and blue
oak along the High Road.

The 2008 EIR did not specifically
quantify vegetation and wildlife
impacts for individual project
components such as the Tularcitos
Access Road, but rather, lumped
together tfotal impacts for each project
alternative. The types and guantities
of impacts for the new alignment will
be very similar to those resulting from
fhe 2008 proposed road. ’

Mitigation measures would be the
same,

Wetlands

Permanent and
temporary loss of
wetlands and Other
Waters.

Yes

The proposed alignment avoids
impacts to wetlands and waters; there
would be no new impacts to weflands
and waters due to this proposed
alternative. Mitigation would remain
the same for the project. But no
mitigation would be needed
specifically for the THR




Air Quality

emissions, project
generated traffic

THR construction would be similar to
the Tularcitos Access Route analyzed
in the FEIR/EIS. The THR is not
substantially larger or small than the
original route. Thus air quality impacts
would be similar.

The THR is similar in length alignment
to the Tularcitos Route assessed in
the FEIR/EIS, Project generated traffic
may be somewhat less than
previously analyzed as fewer worker
vehicles are expected. Air quality
emissions are expetected the be the
same or somewhat less than those
previously analyzed in the FEIR/EIS.

Overall project generated traffic
emissions would decrease from use of
Cachagua/Tassajara Road as
addressed in the Supplemental 2012
EIR since vehicle miles travelled
(VMT) would decrease.

Greenhouse Gas

Not addressed in
2008 FEIR/EIS as this
was not a CEQA
requirement at the
time

No

NA

Greenhouse gas emissions from this
change are likely to be similar for
access road construction. Project
generated traffic emissions would
decrease due fo the lower VMT




Construction of
Tularcitos access
route and bridge;
project generated
traffic :

the THR and results were nearly
identical. Local residents will hear
fruck passbys during the construction
periods, as was described in the
FEIR/EIS.

Traffic

Sight distances, new
intersection at
Tularcitos Access
Road; neighborhood
quality of life

No

Yes

Conclusions regarding sight distances
and LOS at the new THR intersection
with Carmel Valley Road are the same
as the FEIR/EIS.

The current plan would use San
Clemente Drive much less extensively
than described in the FEIR/EIS.
(occasional use versus being the
prirnary access for the first year of
construction)




' 'I"'hé“f:EIR recommends complete

o

Cultural Resou Ground disturbance Yes
and effects to NHRP avoidance of this site, but if not, the
eligible site (CA-MNT document describes mitigation
33A and B) including monitoring and recording of
the site. .
No ground disturbance (e.g.,
excavation or grading) would occur
near this site under the currently THR
plan.
Aesthetics Views of the No NA The FEIR/EIS concluded some Sleepy

Tularcitos Access
Route

Hollow and distant residents on hills
narth of Carmel Valley Road may view
construction vehicles fraveling along
the road and may have views of the
Concrete batch plant.

View would be the same for the THR.
Concrete batch plant is not part of the
proposed project, but residents would
potentially view construction vehicles
fraveling alonhg the road and at the
equipment offloading site. Views
would mostly be through dense
vegetation, though the offloading site
is in a clearing.

No mitigation was or is proposed.




Tularcitos route not a route used by

Recreation No impacts »
recreational users.
Land Use Impacts to land use No NA
not specific to the
Access Route
Other Environmental | Impacts under this No NA The access route compenent would

Effects (employment,
housing, population)

topic not specific to
the Access Route

not affect population, housing, or
employment.




Memorandum

Date: January 14, 2013
To: Richard Olebe / Charyce Hatler
From:. Bill Martin

Subject: Fisheries

No additional fisheries studies were conducted as part of the analysis for the Tularcitos access route options.
Studies conducted for the 2008 EIR/EIS, and reported in Section 4.4 of the document, adequately characterized
fish resources in both the Carmel River and Tularcitos Creek. The document acknowledged the presence of
steelhead, as well as steelhead spawning and rearing habitat in Tularcitos Creek and the Carmel River.

TImpact FI-1 (Access Route Improvements) in the Final EIR/EIS addressed the construction of a bridge over
Tulatcitos Creek and associated disturbance to riparian habitat for construction of the bridge. This section also
described impacts of road construction along the Carme] River, including potential ioss of riparian vegetation and
potential water quality effects such as short term increases in turbidity during construction. Mitigation measures
for these impacts were addressed and included reestablishment of riparian vegetation as identified in Appendix U
(Botanical Resources Management Plan) of the FEIR/EIS and implementation of a Storin Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to protect water quality, as identified in Appendix K.

Impact FI-2 (Dewatering River Channels for Construction Purposes) in the FEIR/EIS described the impacts of
dewatering a 100-foot section of the Tularcitos Creek Channel for bridge construction, Mitigation for this impact
was to implement fish rescue and relocation efforts for the dewatered portion of the creek.

The currently proposed Tularcitos Access Route has two potential alternate entrance locations, but would
uitimately result in the construction of just one bridge over Tulatcitos Creek for the chosen alternative, similar to
the original Tularcitos Access Route. Impacts would be similar at either location, and would be similar to that
described in the FEIR/EIS, namely that approximately 50 feet of riparian cover would be removed to construct the .
bridge. Riparian habitat and cover is similar throughout this reach, based on observations made during site visits
on December 18, 2012 and January 22, 2013, therefore impacts to riparian habitat would be similar regardless of
the option chosen. Mitigation of the impacts would be the same as the original Tularcitos Access Route, as
described in the FEIR/EIS. Disturbed riparian habitat would be replaced per guidance provided in the Botanical
Resources Management Plan. Temporaty water quality inpacts from potentially increased turbidity for either

~ bridge option would be the same as those described in the FEIR/EIS and would be mitigated in the same way: by
implementation of the provisions in the SWPPP. .

The bridge across Tularcitos Creek would clear-span the creek and would not have structures (pier walls or piles)
located in the creekbed. No fifl within the ordinary high water mark would occur. Therefore, there would be no
temporary or permanent loss of fish habitat. Furthermore, no temporary dewatering of the creek would be
necessary under the current proposed construction methods thus, impacts described in the FEIR/ELS for
dewatering of Tularcitos Creek would be eliminated.
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A temporary bridge would be placed across the Carmel River at the Sleepy Hollow Ford for access to the High
Road. This crossing was not specifically discussed in the FEIR/EIS, although fishery resources were adequate
assessed for this river reach by studies conducted for the original document. Approximately 50 feet of riparian
vegetation would be removed on each bank for placement of this bridge. Disturbed riparian habitat would be
replaced per guidance provided in the Botanical Resources Management Plan and no new or additional mitigation
measures would be required. Temporary water quality effects would be mitigated though implementation of the
provisions in the SWPPP. This temporaty crossing would clear-span the river and would not result in any fill or
placement of structures within the ordinary high water mark of the river. In addition, no dewatering or diversion
of the river would be necessary for placement of this crossing,
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February 20, 2013

MEMORANUMUM

TO: Bill Martin
FROM:  Dan Takacs
SUBJECT: San Clemente Dam Retrofit Project — Tularcitos. Access

This memorandum provides a traffic impact assessment of the proposed Tularcitos Access Route

for the San Clemcntc Dam Seismic- S'\Tety FIQ]ECt. The. ploposed access plan would provide
access to the.pr ogect via a ngw access 10ad cormechon from Carmel Valley Road.

The access road - would inteisect CaLmeI Valley Road at.one of two alternative locations as shown
‘an Exhibit 1. Accéss Road Altemative T West Access Alternative) ‘would intersect -Carmel.
Valley Road about 0.6 miles west of the Carmel Valley Road/San Clemerite Drive interséction.
Access Road Alteinative 2 (East Access: Alternative) would intersect Carmel Valley Road -about
1,110 teet west of the Carmel V alley Road/San-Clemente Dri ive mtcxsectmn

‘A Tularcitos Access Road was'a compo’nenﬁt. of ths 20’08 proponent’s project. Traffic impacts
associated with this access dlternative were evaluated in the San ‘Clemente Dam Séismic Safety
Project Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Tmpact Statement, January 2008 in
conjunction with the proponent’s proposed project at that time. The entrance for the original-
‘Tularcitos Access Road was approximately 50 feet east of the currently proposed Alternative 2
(east access alternative), The 1mpact analysis contained fin this memorandum updates the traffic
operational analysis documented ‘in the 2008 FEIR for the proponent’s project at that time to
reflect thepr oponent’s currently pr oposed project, Caimel River Reroute and-Dam Removal.

A. Existing -':I‘it:ﬁ!’,fﬁc Volumes and T;ﬁaiﬁc Operations

Rdad Segmeﬁt‘;ﬁaﬂy Traffie Volumes and Levels of Service { LC)S)

The existing, daily traffic volumes and Tevels of service for various segments of Carmel Valley
Road, Carmel Rancho: Boulevard, Rio Road and SR 1.are shown on Exhibit 2. Based upon
‘planning level threshold values, all segments of Carmel Valley Road, Carinel Rancho Boulevard
and ‘Rio Road operate af satisfactory levels-of service. The segmenl of S8R 1 north of Carmel
Valley Road currently -operates at LOS.F based on the volume. of daily traffic caried by this
portion of the roadway. Appendix A provides a descupnon of the level of service threshold
volumes that were utilized to evaluaté segment operating «conditions based on daily traffic
volumes,. - '

Intersection Traffic Volumes and Levels of Service

AM and PM peak hour intersection volumes were collected at the intersection of Carmel Valley
Road-and San Clemente Drive on Thursday, Januaty 14, 2013 from 7:00 am ta 9:00 ani and- from
4:00 pm to 6:00 pm. The peak one-hour of traffic volume during these periods are shown on
Exliibit 3 -with the existing peak hour volumes documented in the 2008 EIR/EIS, which wete
colfected i 2005. The 2013 voluines ‘are- about 30 percent less that the peak hour volumes
utilized in the 2007/2008 environmental studies for the San Clemente Dam project. To provide a
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seasonable Wworst-case analysis, the existing volumes utilized in the 2QO7/2008 environmerital
studies, which are higher than the volumes collected in 2013, were nsed for the analysis update.

The existing intersection volumes are shown on Exhibit-4.and the existing intersection levels .of
service are summarized on Exhibit 5. Traffic volumes for the Carmel Valley Road/Cachagua
Road intersection are included on Exhibit 4 and the operations of the intersection are included in
this study, The Cachagua Road intersection was evaluated in the 2008 environmental document
and the intersection is included in this study for informational purposes.

* Based on technical procedures documented in the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM), all
study intersections currently operate at an overali LOS A diring the AM and PM peak houts.
The minor street-approaches at the siudy intersections operate at LOS A-or LOS B, Appendix B
pravides a.description of the unsignalized intersection level of service values. The level of
service calculation worksheets are contained in Appendix C. Cachagua Area Plan Policy 2.6
requires LOS.C as an acceptable LOS within the. plannmc area.

B.  Project Trip Generation

The itip generation estimate far-the project is based on the proponent’s-current estimate of project

employees and truck deliveries. The project trip generation is summatized on Exhibits 6A and

6B. The assumpttoﬂs used to develop: the tiip ‘generation estimate ate consistent with the:
v assumpt;ons nsed in'the 2008 EIR/EIS emd ave as follows:

1. Each employee will generate four vehlcle trips per day, two inbound.and two outbound.
This isa conservative estimate 'of datly ‘trip genmatlon forthe project-and accounts fm
niiscellaneous empioyee and visitor trips.

2. Each employee arrives by personal vehicle with an average vehicle occupancy of 1.0 .
peison per vehicle, Thls is.a consetvative estimate, as it does not account for carpooling
:by emploveas

The peak dally trip ;:enexatmn for the project is projected to ‘occur in October -of the rthizd -
‘construction year when 352 trips pex day would be generated, On a passenger car equivalent
(PCE) basis, the peak trip generation is projected to occur in June of the third construction year
when 428 trips per day wouild be generated: The PCE adjustment accounts for the slower travel
speeds of large trucks, The daily trip generation. estimates do not account for the employee
carpooling to and from the site. Therefore;, the projections are conservative (high-side)
projections-of project trip generation, - '

Exhibits- 6A. and 6B also include estimates of the volume. of peak hour trips that would be.
generated by the project. It was assumed that each empleyee would arrive by private vehicle
during the peak one-hour of traffic on the adjacent street netwark-during the AM peak period and
leave during the peak one-hour of traffic on the adjacent street netwoilk dufing the PM pedk
period. In addifien, an allowance equal to 15 percent of the total peak hour trip generation was
-assumed for véhicles entefing and.exiting the praject site in‘the non-commuie. diréction: (outbound
in the morning and inbound in the evening). For the June, Year 3 trip generation estimate, this
resultsin an estimate of 14 outbound trips during the AM peak hour and 14 inbound trips during
the PM peak hour and a total trip generation.-of 93 trips for the project during the AM and PM
peak hours for June, Year 3. The allowance for non-commute direction trips accounts for-drop-
-off trips-and other miscellaneous trips that might occur during the peak comumute periods.
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The highest number of peak hour trips generated by the project will oceur in October of year 3
when 104 vehicle trips wouild be generated during the AM and PM peak hours. Adjusted for
passenger-car equivalenciés, 110 PCE vehicle trips would be generated duving the AM and PM
peak hours in October of year 3. An operational analysis of peak hour traffic impacts to the study
intersections is presented in Section C of this memorandum. The operational analysis utilizes the
PCE adjusied peak hour trip generation estimates for the October, Year 3 condition to estimate
impacts at the study intersections.

C. Existing Plus Project Conditions

Road ‘Segment Traffic.Operations

The daily traffic volumes far the study road segments for the peak daily trip ge.nerat’io,11~(PCE
adjusted) is shown on Exhibit 2. The daily tiip generation forthe peak month of constr uction
activity, June, Year 3, was used for the analysis of- Proj ject impacts to the study segments: A trip
distribution pattern of 95 percent to, the west and 3 pelcent fo the east was assumed for the
project, reflecting an e\pected pledommant ouentataon of tr Ips generated by thé project to and.
from the west.

With the project. generated traffic added to the existing segment daily volume, the existing road
~ segment levels of service ate not changed except for the SR 1 segment south of Carme] Valley
Road that deteriorates fiom LOS C to LOS D, LOS D is dn acceptable level of service for this
segment of SR 1. The project would add traffic to the SR 1 segment north :of Carmel Valley
Road that operates at LOS T based on the segment level of service analysis using daily traffic.
voluries, The project would tempotarily add trafficto the exzqtmg deficient section of SR 1 north -
-of Carmel Valley Road and this would create a significant impactto this segment. The finding is
consistent with the findings assocxated with thepr opomnt’s project that was analyzed in the 2008
EIR/EIS. '

The nutigatmn descx Lbed for the pxoponent s pmject in the 3008 EIRJEIS. far TC-1: Road:
' ‘;}evmem Tlafﬁc Opeiatmns 18 1ec0mmended forthe currently proposed pr OJLC’t

IzgltelfsectlogTrafﬂcs' Operations

The project tip assignments duting the AM and PM peak hours are shown on Exhibit 7. The
Existing Plus. Project peak hour traffic volumes: are shown on Exhibit 8. The Existing Plus
Project intersection levels of service are sumumarized on Exhibit 5.

With praject trips added to the existing traffic volumes, the study intersections will continue to
operate at an overall LOS A during the AM and PM peak hours. Traffic operations on the minor
street approaches:at the study-intersections are forecast to oper ate at LOS A or B duting the AM
and PM -peak-hours. The project will not &gmﬁcauﬂy impact traffic operations at the existing
Carmel Valley Road intersections at Sai Clemente Drive and Cachagua Road. In addition, the
intersection of the Tularcitos Adeess Route and Carmel Valley Road will also operate at a
satisfactory level of service. '

The distance between the two alternative locations where the new access route would intersect
Carmel Valley Road is approximately one-half mile. There is one intersecting road between the
two alternative access intersections, Vista Verde, which provides access to a iural subdivision,
Based on the density of the subdivision and the opportuiity to access the siibdivision from an
mtelsectxon"located west of the West Access Alfernative intersection with Carmel Valley Road
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traffic operations at the West Access Alternative intersection will be very similar to traffic
operations at the East Accéss Alternative intetsection. The volume of trips added to Carmel
Valley Road at the Vista Verde intersection would mot be at levels that would significantly
change the level of traffic operations presented: in Bxhibit 5 for the Carmel Valley
Roaid/Tularcitos (Project) Access Road; Therefore, the intersection of Carmel Valley Road -and
the proposed new access route to San Clemente Dam will operate at a satisfactory level of service
with either access alternative route.

D. Carme’li Valley Road/Tulatcitos Access Route Intersection Design

At unsignalized ifitersections, adeqguate cotmer sxght distance .should be provided to allow a
vehicle -on the side road approach to enter the niajor read’ without requiring through traffic to
radically alter their speed: According to Caltrans standards, at private road intersections, the
minimwn cornersight distance shall be equal to the stopping sight distance.

The Alternative 2/Bast Access Alternative intersection thh Carmel Valley Road would be
located -about 880 feet west of San Clemente Drive. Based on the Caltrans Highway Design
Manual the honzental alwnment of Cat me? Vaﬂey Road app;oaohmg ﬁ om ‘che east allows a;'

appr oachuw from the east, T‘he smppmg s1ght dlstance for a desagn c.peed of 35 mph is 250 fcet
The .coiner sight distance looking to the east from the proposed locafion of the access road
approach to Carme] Valley Road is 380 feet, which exceeds the 250 foot stopping sight distance
for the 35 mph design speed. Therefore, adequate corner sight d:stancﬁ woaid be provided on
Carmel Valley Road for vehicles apploachmg fiom the; cast.

The horizontal alignment of Carmel Valley-Road approaching fiom the west to the Alternative:
- “2/Bast Access Alternative intersection on Carmel Valley Road allows a.comfortable vehicle speed
of 20-mph. A design speed of 25-mph is-ap p‘x‘opriatefbr +vehicles-approaching frotn the west. The
stopping sight distance for a design speed of 25 mph is 150 feet. The comner sight distance-

looking to- the west from the proposed location of the access road approach to Carmel Valley
Road is 245 feet whlch e,{ceedq Lhe 150 foot bloppmv 310111 d15tan(.e for the 25 mph deugu sper.d

appr oachmg from the W est

- The westerly access. a[tematwe would mtelsect Ca1 mel Valley: Rmd ‘on the outside of a curve in
Carmel Valley Road. A vehicle speed study pelfomled at the location determined the 85™
percentile speed-at this location is 43 miles pei hour in both directions, A design speed of 45
miles per hour is recommended for evaluating sight distances at this ocation. The stopping sight
-distance for-a 45 mile per hour design speed is 360 feet. Tt isrecommended that the West Access
Alternative intersect Carmel Valley Road at a location 'that provides at feast 360 feet of sight
distance between a vehicle stopped on the road access approach-to Carmel Valley Road and
vehicles approachma from each directioii on Carmel Valley Road. A sight distance of over 360
feet in both directions can be provided by Iocatmg the intersection of Carmiel Valley Road and
‘West Access Alteinative at the eenter of the curve in Carmel Valley Road atthat Jocation.

Analysis of peak hour {raffic operations indicates left-turn channelization would not be required
on the westbound Carmel Valley Road approach to the new .access road at ¢ither location. In
additio, aright tarn lane is not wartanted on Carmel Valley Road on the eastbound approach to-
the access road. However, a right turn faper should be: provided on:the eastbound Carmel Valley
Road approach to-the new access road, Left-turn and right~turn channelization worksheets -are:
presented in Appendix D.

Bill Martin | 2/20/13 Page 4 of 5°
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The new intersection will be designed and constructed to- meet Montergy County design:
standards, The mitigation described for the proponents project in the 2008 EIR/EIS for Issue
~ TC-5:New Intersections is recommended for the currently proposed access alternatives.

E. "‘Tra‘ﬁ‘ic Safety on Carmel Valley Road

There is o change to the fiudings concerning traffic safety on Carmel Valley Road that are
documented for the proponent’s project in the 2008 EIR/EIS. The project will add construction
traffic to Carmel Valley Road east-of Carmel Valley Village. Carmel Valley Road east of Carmel
Valley Village experiences accidént rates that exceed rates that would be expected. for similar
‘types of roads. This segment of Carmel Valley Road has poor houzontal alignments, minimal
shoulder width and narrow lanes-in-some focations.

The mltlgamon desciibed for the proponent’s. project in the 2008 EIR/EIS for TC-3a: Traffic
Safety on Carniel VaIiey Road is recommended for the currently proposed project.

. F. Pavement Loadings

The pr oposed project would generate estimated 2,717 single-unit tiuck tips and 1,330 double
trailer truck trips.over the duration of the project. Over & 10-yem deSJgn period, the project would

" génerate an average of 01.56 truck trips per day, which-would generate 2, 724 equivalent single
axle loads (BSALs). It is estimated that the segment of Carmel Valley Road near the praject site
Is-currently subjéctio the apphcaﬂon of 107,736 ESALs.over a 10-year fime period. The existing
truck loadings equate to a Traffic Tndex (TT) of 6.9..The TI is a measure of axié 1oadings that
determines paveniént structure requiremnents. 'With the project traffic loadings added to the
existing ambient loadings, the total ESALs would incr ease to 110,588, which equates fo a TI of
6.9. Because the TI does not-change with the additional ieadings genetated by the project, the
_project would nothave a mgmﬁcant im pact to the pavement loadings on C‘al miel VaHey Road east
of Carmel Village.

: T-.he Cachagua Area Plan Policy CACH 2.5 requires projects that generate ‘heavy vehicles to

- restore and maintain roads to their existing -condition. The mitigation. described for -the

ploponent’s project i the 2008 E‘[R/EIS for TC-7: Paverent Loadings is 1ecommended forthe
,cuuently pmposed proj ect

Bill Martin | 2/20/13 B o Page 50f 5
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CARMEL VALLEY EXISTING PLUS
MASTER PLAN PROPOSED PROJECT
LEVEL OF SERVICE EXISTING _ TOTAL
THRESHOLD. ' _ - VOLUMES: PROJECT | PROPOSED| EXISTING +
, ROAD SEGMENT (24-HOUR LEVEL OF SERVICE TRAFFIC. PROJECT PROJECT
NO. DESCRIPTION VOLUME). _STANDARD.. . . ADT. L.OS DISTRIBUTION TRIPS VOLUMES | LOS
A. CARMEL VALLEY ROAD ‘ o o , _ ‘ o
_ Eastof Cactiagua NA o} 800 A 5% 21 921 A
1. Holmari - Cachagua. BAST c 3,000 A 95% 407 3,407 A
2a. Esquiline = Holman 6,835 c 3,500 A 95%: 407 3,907 A
2b. Ford - Esquiling /A e * 7,800 o4 -90% 385 © B85 c
3. Laureles = Ford 11,600 D 10:200. - c 80% 342 10,542 o]
" 5, Robinson~ Laureles 12,762 Ho N 10,800 .G 80%: - 342 11442 (¢
6. ‘Schulte - Robinson : 15,498 D 18,300, D 80% 342 13,642 2]
7. Rancho San Carlos ~Schuite: 18,349 D 15,160 D 78.5% 338 15,436 D.
8. Rio < Rancho San Carlgs 48487 ' 18,800, A T5%: 321 19,121 A
§. Catmel Rancho - Rip 51:407 c 128,200 B 75% 321 23,521 B
10.. Highway 1.- Carmel Rancho. 27,839 E 22,200, B 70% 300 22,500 B
B. CARMEL RANCHO BOULEVARD. , ‘ o o
11. Camiel Valley - Rio. 33,495 B 13,900 A 2.5% 11 12,911 A
e, RIC ROAD
12, Carmel Rancho = Highway 33,928 [a) 40,800 A 2.5% 11 10,811 A
D.SR1. o , ,
Noith of Carmel Valley Rd NA D ~35,000 £ 70% 300 35,300 F
Soutt of Carmel Vailey Rd N/A D 14,500 c 2.5% 11 14,511 B
E. CACHAGUA ROAD 3 o _ ‘ ,
‘Carmel Valley - Jegp.Road” NIA © B30 B 0:.0% 0 630 B
Notes ;
1, LOS: Level of Servrce
2. ADT: Average Daily Traffic.
4. N/A: Not applicable..
4, Numbers'in bold exceed Carmel Valley Réad Master Plan threshold voturne
5. Source for existing volumes
Annual Average Daily Traffic, 201 2, Monterey County Department of Publie' Works, Traffic Engineering,
Calirans Traffic Data Branch Website; Traffic. Volumes on State Hughways 2011,
EXHIBIT 2
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2008 FEIR VOLUMES
(March 23, 2005)

2013 VOLUMES
‘{January 24, 2013)
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| Existing : R
) ] . Gonditions ... . _Esisting Plus:Proposed Projsct. -
- . CEdisling - ¢ “Existing : : . '
NS | EW Lane Interseciion LOS AM PealCHr P Peak Hr Al Peak Hr :PM Peak Hr
Road Road ‘Configuration |- Coritral ‘Standard | Delay LOS | Delay’ LOS | Delay LOS | Delay LOS
1 ' . {sac) (sec) {secy | Asec)
4 . _Prvaie Dvwyl| CarmelValy | EBT-L/T  |StopSlon {SB) e o4 A.loa A 09 A | 32 A
Tularcitos Accéss|  Road ’ WB 1-TiR Nogthbound Approach : - - - - 111 ‘B 1.8 B
Road (Future) 8B 1LIR Soulhbound. Approach - 9.5 Al BT oA 95 A 8.7 A
42 San Clemente| CamefValgy | EB4LAR Siop Sign (NE&SB) | - € 0.6 A | oa A 08 A 0.4 A
' © . ‘Drive] Road W8 1-L//R. - INodbboundApproach |- 103 B | 98 A | 108 B 00 A
L SBHA-LITR ; Soulhhound Approach 94 A 0:0 A B 24 A 0.0 A
NB 1-LTR
4 Cai:hag_ua. Gamiel Valley ’EB’T—T/R}-' Stop. Sigit (NB)' te] 3.7 A 0.9 AT BB A 0.8 A
Road| Road W8 1-LT Northbound:Approach - 93 A 94 A B4 A 9.5 A
: NB LR Southbound Approach
Noftl.L, T;R =Left, Thraugh, Right - R
:2,/NB,'SB, EB, WB =Northbound; Southbound, Easfbotnd, Wé‘s'Lboun_'d :
EXHIBITS
INTERSECTION
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SAN CUEMENTE DA SESHIC asmom Fno:ecrmr' GENEﬂMibN
; {EARS 1.43) . _c .
. Year? Year3 .

B Jan Feb | Mar | Apel . i MNov | Bee | tan | Feb -] Wi | Apdl | 8Mav | Junei duv | Aug | Sént § Qar | Mov | Dae

A, PROJECT DESCRIPYION w : : . i . . .

Total Dally Persdianel Onsite 0 2 2 18 2 2 2 i 2 2 16 | 43 78 7 80 87 28 2

Dallv 4w Sia chaulchnnnéTnp' ] R i [ ] 8 [ o 1 1 12 1 1 1 0

[ [ [ v [ [} [ o_{.% 1 z O A 1 3 0

ST DAY VEWICLE TIPS . i .

Emiptayes trips (One-wvay trlps, 4 per am EI _Leg) [ 0 .0 o [ ol 128°) 69 |.. 8 | .8.| Ba ).324 | 292 | 220 | 248} 252 | 252.| 8 8 s B .| 8 88 | 170 | 315 | 284 | z8a | 320 | 338} m1 | B
Dally Mo Slnple Hauler {Qne-Way Trns) a 0 Q 2% 0. o 8 2 2 Q- 1] 2 2 % 2 2 2 2 Q 1] '] 1] 3 2 24 34 2 2 L2 2 0

Dally Matt & kiob/Demak (One-WayTring) B o] o[ 0 i 0 212 1 ¢ Q ] q 2 8 2 3 3 [ 0 ) [ 0 2 2 3 2 2 3. z d

Total Oria-Way Dally Trpsx [ a [ o1 B o- o 1 112 137 | 66 | 8 | ® €3 288 {.228°1 248 | 756 1266 | ' 8 5 5 e 168 | 174 | 394 | 320 | 280 ] 574 | 3821 s | »

B2, DAILY PASSENGER CAR EQUIVALENCIES : : :

|Eniployaetrips Onaweay trips, 4 per employee) [ o 9 K] 9 | .0 ¢ |soat ws e me sasf ea | ot 8 | ea Poaze ) 7on 1 230+ vaq-| 282 a5z | W 8 a s B 66 | 3701346 | 289 | 28a | 320 | 348 | 32 | &

Baily iatl Siag 0 ) ] [ [ o 0. d.8 1772 i 97 ) o [ B 8 8 | .8 18 ) o 1 0 o [ 018 g 85.] 95 ) g 2 2 0

Dafly Motl S Mab/Demob {One-WayTrigs} o 01 0 o [} [ [ ] 8 [ [ E ) T Y 1€ ) 2 [ 3 ] 0.1 ¢ K [ [ 3 | 8 18 B 3 8 8 24 []

Taral One-Way Daily Frips 0_[. 0 18 ) O .0 1. @ |.334 i das | 196 1 106 | xaz } BO- | & 8 |- B0 | 348 1 son | 253 1 260 (- 268 | 268 | & 3 [ ) 8 3 80 | 185 | azm-f 3eg | oo [ 336 [ 364 | 1aa |

€1, AN PEAK HOUR -

__Employees ) 0 [ 5 [ [ 1 52 {88 | 3¢ |31 ["38 ] 18 X 2 15 |88 t-BE | B5-] vz [tA | 34 | 2 2 F 2 18 | 50 | 93 | 88 | ga | 94 | a0z | 38 2
Trutks 0 0§ .0 9. [ FEN) F] I Fl 2 i) 6 o | o fa PRI 2 0 .1 2 [ [ FR ) a [ 0 4 4 2 o [retl 2 [}
Total . . o | o a 0 ) o o 34 | 38 |- 36 [. 36 | &1 19 2 2 a9 ey | B8 | 67 | 72 | 98 |- 78 2 2 2 2§ o3l -so-t o7 | pg | eu | as oa0a | 35

€2 AM PEAK HOUR |PCE Adjissted) - ; - . - : . -

Employecs. o I ) 9 -0 0 |82 | 3s-| 43 | aa | a@ f a8 2 2 15 | 85 Y66 | 65| 72| 4 | 74 | 2 F] 2 2 2 j .18 | 50 | -93. | 8L | 84 | 84 33 2
o [ 0 ) [ [} g ) F] 2 [ [ [ 0 ¢ 8 [ ] g [ ) o ¢ | o o ] o | 0 1 | 158 | 6 o ] [
) 2 9 £ g 9 g .28 [ a2 (a3 | o381 39 2 2.} 18 | 103 | 86 73 bz o -7 O ) 3 2 2 Y S0 i 19 | 100§ ed 94, AL 2

01, PM PEAXHOUR " ) )
Emoloyaes R [ o [ [) [ 27| 38 |3 | 3 |"ae i 19§ 2 2z 39 | o5 | -6 |65 | 73| 74 | 74 2 2 z 2 15. 84 1 34 | of j-302.1 =2 2
Teicks 1o o o [ ] 1] ] 2 [ 2 2 0 0 a a [ 2 0 L2 o I 2 [ 4 9 0 g K] 4 -0 | o benw P ]
Total ) o | -% ) o [ X 3q_| 36-] 35 |-36 | 3& | 19 § 2 2z 38 | o7 [eg | 62| 921 75 | 76 | 2 2 2 2 2 | 19 R BER T Y

D2; P PEAK HOUR (FCE Adjusted) . o .

Ermploy; a [ 0 ¢ ' [ [ 32 381 34 | 3 i 3 f ia-l 2 2 18 g5 | 72 bova | 7 2 312 2 3 19 § 50 | o3 t.ga | %A | &t 33 F3
[ K] [ [ [} [ [ 2 0} 5 [ [ 9 [} o - g 0, 4 3 [ [ [ [ B_| o 0: | 36 ; 16 o [ 8 I
B e joa e [e 1ol e 0 | 3s § a2 a2 13w A 49 | 2 4 % (foa9 7372 ) 78 )-8 2 2 2.0 2 | o2 1-35 | so.| 169 i 700 | .81 | 8s a1 z

Notest
A FCE- pas'anger carenuivafineiey
2, Flghres in bofd afe the highest total daty & peak haur trjp gendratinn on 2 PCE uhadjusted and PLE zfusted bosis,
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- SAN ELEMENTE DAM SEISMIC RETROFIT PROIECT TRIP GENERATION
S (YEARS 425)
) Year 4 e e ) : Year 5 . .

. Jan | .rFeb | Mear | Aprl | May. | June } July: i Aug- | Sept | -Oct | ‘Nov | DBee | .Jan Feb | Mar | Apdl | May | June i July | Acg | Sept | Qet | Nov | Dee

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION B ) . . i o ) :

Total Daily Pérsonnel Onsite 2. 1.2 2 i5 | 31 .| 78 67 1 71 59 53 |44 | 35 0 0 0 0 0 [ 24 | 28 [ o 0 0 0

Daily Matl Single Hauler Round Trips. ) 0. 1. 1. EA 4 4 1 i 1 1 i o 0 0 0 @ 1 1 1] Q 0 [1]

Daily Mat| & Mab/Dermob Round Trips 0 0 o 1 |- 2 1 3 1 1 1 1[0 a (3 [ 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 ¢

B1. DAILY VERICLE TRIPS o . R e . L ] . ] .

Emplayes trips (One-way trips, 4 per employee) 8 8 8 64 222 | 3007 268 1 284 | 2740 242 | 176 | 140 () [ 0 a 0 0 24 96 0 0 0 0

Daily Mat! Single Hauler {One-Way Trips) 0 0 0 2 2 2. 8. 8 L2 2 2 2 0 N 1) 0 [ 0 2 2 0 1] [ Q

Daily Mat] & Mob/Demob (One-WayTrips). 0 (] 0 2 2 4 2. 2. 2 2 2 2 0 B a . 0 0 0 2 2 0 | 0 | b '

Tots] Ona-Way Daily Trips 3. 8 8 68 | 126 | 306 . 278 | 204 | 278 | 336.| 180 | 4s& | o D o o. | 0| o g8 | 100 o [} 0 [’

B2, DAILY PASSENGER CAR EQUIVALENGIES e : . : L .

Employes ips (One-way trips, 4 per employes) S ‘s | 8. | es 122 [ 3000 268 % 284 [ 224 212 |- 176 | 240 0. 3] o |. o 0 0 84. 96 0 [ 0 0

Daily Mat! Single Hauler {One-Way Trips) 0 0 |.0 8 g | 8 (821 32 |.8 8 |. 8 8 [0} 0 0 [} 0 0 8 8 0 0 ) 0

Daily Mat! & Mob/Darviob (One-WayTrips) 0 o [ 8. 8 |16} -8 i 8.} g | 8 B | -8 R ) 9 | 0 0 0 F] g | o | o [} )

Tota} Ona-Way Daily Trips g .8 B | om0 | 138 | 324 }-308 {324 | 200 | 208 ) 402 | 156 | o i p g 0 o | 0.1 10 [ it2 0 0 0 0.

C1. AN PEAK HOUR o 1 - B ) T
Employees. .2 2. 2. |. a8 26 ge:l 79 ! 88 81 +| . 8% B2, 4k} 0, 0. L0 o ..o | o 25 28 [+ 3} o | @
Trucks . g L0l g 0 R o 1.2 1 21 © 2 2. 0.0 o. i 0 |. o 0 3 0. [i 0: G o 0
Total 2 2 2 19. 35 g8 | 811 86 | 81 |84 |. 54 41 0 0 [ 0 g | o ] 25 | 28 [} 0 0 0

2. AM PEAK HOUR (PCE Adjusted) - . [ P P A ; | L ) .

- Employees -2 2 2 18 38 g8 | 79 | sa | @ 62 57 41 0 [} 0 i g- 1] 25 28 0 o 0 0
Trucks 0 0 R 0 0: g 8§ 0 .8 [ .8 0 0 [ 0 [] o [ [ [} a 0 0 0
Total 2 2 3 19 36 | es-| 87 |. 82 81 7o | &0 41 0 | o 0 0 o 0 25 28 o 1 0 0 i

D1. PM PEAK HOUR . . N
Employees. 2 3 2 15 36 | 88 | 7 | Ba 1 81 B2 | -:82 41. 1.0 0 0 0. 0. [} 25 28 0o ! 0 i [}
Trueks [} o iy 0 9 9 2 2 o 2 ) o ] 0 [ 0 o ) 0 0.} o 0 [}
Total, 2 |.2 2 13 36 28| 81 | 28 i 81 | &4 54 | 41 [\ 0 0 0 0 0 25 28 ) 0. 0 Q

5

D2, PN PEAK HOUR {PCE Adjusted} o . N § .

Employess 2 2 2 b9 |36 |-ee | 78 | 84 1ot 62 | .52 | 41 0 ol 0 ] 0 [} 25 28 o [} [ o]
- Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 | o 8 3 0 g 8 | o 0 0. [ [} o 0 0 0 Q 0 0 [
Total 2. 2 2 19 3% | 88| 87 82 811 70 | .80 1 41 0 [ ) 0 0 0. 25 28 ] i 0 0

Notes:

1, PCE «passénger car aquivalingncy
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APPENDIX
LEVEL OF SERVICE THRESHOLD VOLUMES FOR VARIOUS ROADWAY TYPES
TOTAL DAILY VOLUMES IN BOTH DIRECTIONS (ADT)

ROADWAY TYPE CODE [LOSA| LOSB | LOSC | LOSD | LOSE | LOSF
10-Lane Freeway 10F | 71,0001 110,000 | 154,000 178,000| 202,000 >202,000
8-Lane Freeway | 8F | 56,000| 88,000| 124,000| 151,000 162,000| »162,000
6-Lane Fresway 6F | 43.000| 68,000] 94,000] 113,000] 122,000| >122,000
8-Lane Expressway 8E | 35,0000 54,000| 75000| 90,000 98,000| >98,000
B-Lane Expressway B8E 28,0001 42,000| 66,000] 67,0000 74,000 >74,000
4-Lane Freeway 4F | 20,000 44,000| 63,000| 77,000] 82,000] >82,000}
1 8-Lane Divided Arterial (! left-turn lane) 9 | 40,000| 47,000] 54,000 61,000| 68,000| >68,000
!6-Lane Divided Arterial (w/ left-turn lane) 7 | 32,000| 38000| 43,000| 49,000| 54,000| >54,000
d-Lane Expressway - 48 | 18,000| 27,000] 36,000| 45000| 50,000| >50,000
4-Lane Divided Arterial (w/ left-turn lane) 5 | 22,000 25000| 29,000 32,500] 36,000] >36,000
4-Lane Undivided Arterial (no left-turn lane) 4 | 16,000| "19,000| 22,000| 24,000] 27,000 >27,000
| 2-Lane Rural Highway | 2r | a000| s8000| 412,000 17,000] 25000| >25000
l 2-Lane Arterial (w/ left-turn lane) 3 | 41,000| 425500| 14,500 16,000] 18,000| ->18,000
1 2-Lane Collector o 2 | 8,000f 7,500| 9,000f 10,500f 12,000f >12,000
2-Lane Local . 1 12000 1.400{ 1,600f 1,800] 2,000 >2;000
1 1-Lane Freeway Diamond Ramp 1 4p | 11000 12800| 44700] 16500{ 48,300| >18,300.
| 2-Lane Freeway Diamond Ramp | 2D |22000| 256800| 29,400| '33,000| 36600| >36,600
1 1-Lane Freeway Loop Ramp - | 4L | eooo| 10500] 12,000] 13,500] 15.000] >15,000)
o-laneFreewayloopRamp | 2L 16,000] 18,700 21,300 24,000 26,700 26,7001
‘Notes: . - o

1. The sbove threshold volumes-for preliminu:yjpianning‘pumoses-o’xﬂy. If available, the resiilis of detailed level of service analyseswill typically have priority overthe
levels of service derived from this-4sble. -In.thal case-this table. can.be-used, by the analyst for providing additional considerations for recommending the appropriate-
general roadway type for the:specific condition being analyzed. : : :

2. All sbove facHlities assume 5 60%/40% peak four directional 'split. .All above facilitics assume peak hour representing approximately 10% of the Average Daily Traffic

{ADT), except for mainting freeway- facilities, which nssume peak hiour representing 9% of the Average Daily Trafiic {ADT).

3. Bused-on Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 2000, o

4, Freeway thresholds are consistent with conditions utilizing = .95 peak hour faclor, with 2% frucks and:slightly over s one-mile average interchange spacing,

5, Expressways are consistent-with the average of a multidane highway (with no.signals) and Class 1 arterial (with. anaverage signal spacing of 0.8 signals per mile and &
A5 GIC retio). ' ' : :

6. Arterial thresholds are consistent with the average of Class 1:and Class 2 arterials with aq nssumed siguat density of twir signals per ruife. This assumes 2. divided arterial
with léft-turm lanes. Thresholds for four-lanc undivided arterials assume approximately three-fourths the capacity:of 2. four-lane.divided arterial due to-the impedance.in
traffic flow resulting from lefi~turning vehicles waiting in the inside through lane, thus significanfly reducing the capacity of the roadway, .

7. Rural highways nre generally consistenit with the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual tural highway, sssuming 8% trucks, 4% RV's, 20% nopassing, and level terrain, The

© -greatest difference is that it assumes a maximum capacity (upper-end of LOS E).of 25,000 rather than the 28,000 calculated using thenew Highway Capacity Manual.

8, Two-lane collectors assume approximutely three-fourths of the capacity of & twoslane arterial with lefi-turn lanes, This.is bused on"the assumption thei left-tum
chanrelization is not provided on a two-lane collestor, a . ' '

9, Locat street level of service thresholds are based upon ‘Neighborhood Traffic Related Quality-of-Life Considerations” wlitch assumes a-standaid subuiban neighborliood,
40-foot fordway width, and 25 mile perhour speed limit with iormal speed violation rates,

10. Capacities for Diamond Ramps and Loop Ramps may be slightly. higher-or lower than ‘the. planning fevel capacities indicated:sbove. The 2000 Highway Capacity
Manial (2000 HCM) sfates that the capacity-of a one-lane diamond to be 2,200 vehicles per hour (vph), and 1,800 vph for a small radius loop ramp. Two-lane freeway:
ramp capacities are estimated in the 2000 HCM to bé 4,400vph for & two-iane dismond, and.3,200vph 20 for a‘two-lane small radius loop. Varying intermediate
capscities are provided for incremental conditions- between these extremes. Capucities given for éach service level assume the same level of service for the adjoining
‘merging roudway as well a5 level of service being determined by volume-to-capacity and not attainable speed. Level .of service will be controlled by freeway level of
service if worse than ramp. Mitigations of level of service deficiencies may incluile the addition of a lane on the freewsy ramp, the sddition of an muxiliary lane oft the
freewny maiiiline, the-addition of approech lanes at the tamy junction with the-local intersecting street, and/or peometric modifications to improve the efficiency of the .
ramp itself or its. termini. The appropriste mitigation should be determiined on-a case-by-case basis, considering freeway mitin line volumes and weaving, the extent that

 ‘the freeway ramp volume exceeds the above planuing:thiresholds, and the levelof service of the mmp intersection with the local street. ' ' ’

11, All'volumes are approximate and assume ideal roadway-characteristics,

I:\Appen‘dices\Tcmplatcs\G-LO_S=D¢scﬁﬁtinn§.\2000 Threshold Volumes ADT-with LOS F.doc



APPENDIX B

LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) DESCRIPTION
UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS WITH TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL (TWSC)

TWSC intersections are widely used and stop signs are used to control vehicle movements at sich
intersections. At TWSC intérsections, the stop-controlled appfoache’s are referred to as the minor
street approaches; they can be either pubhc streets or private dnveways The intersection
approaches that aré not controlled by stop signs ave referred to as the major street approaches A
three-leg intersection is considered fo be a standard type of TWSC intersection if the single minor
street approach (i.e. the stem of the T configuration) is controlled by a stop sign. Three-leg
intersections where two of the three approaches are controlled by stop signs are a special form of
unsignalized intersection control.

At TWSC intersections, drivers on the controlled approaches ate required to select gaps in the major
street flow through which to execute crossing or turning maneuvers on the basis of judgement. In
the presence of a queue, each driver on the controlled approach must use some-time to move into
the front-ofquene position and prepare to evaluate gaps in the major street flow. Capacity analysis
at TWSC intersections depends on a clear description and understanding of the interaction of
drivers :on the minor or stop-controlled approach with drivers on the major street. Both &ap
- acceptance and empirical models have been developed to describe this interaction,

- Thus, the capacity of the controiled legs is based on three factors:

e  the distribution of gaps in the major street fraffic stream,;

s driver judgement in selecting gaps fhirough which to execute the desired maneuvers; and
‘e the follow-up time reqmred by each diiver in a queue.

The delay experienced by ‘a motorist is made up of a nurber of factors that relate to control,
geometrics, traffic and incidents. Total delay is the difference between the travel time actually
experienced: and the reference travel time that would result during base conditions, in the absence of
incident, control, fraffic or geometric delay. Average contiol delay for any particular minor
moverent is a function of the capacity of the approach and the degree of saturatzon and referred to
as level of service. :

LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) CRITERIA FOR TWSC INTERSECTIONS
: {Reference Highway Capacity Marmal 2000)
Level of Service Control Delay (seconds / vehicle)
A v B S 0-10
 >19-15
>15-25
>285-35
>35-30
>50

AR
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a4 et v

o £ e ot o v e b

Level OF Serv:.ce Computation Report = .
2000 :HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alt:ernatlve)
**********************ﬁ*********i**********************************+**ﬁ*********

Intersection #1 Carmel Valley Rd/Tularcitos Access :
**************************************************w*****************************

Averagé Delay (sec/veh): 01 Worst Case Tieével 0f Service: Al 9.5]
***k***k******k**&**ki*************************************W********************
Approach: North Bound South Bound Eagst Bound West Bound
Movement: L - ¢ - R L - T - R L - T - R . L - T = R
———————— 1= - - Hi= - - | {mmme e B |
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Uncontrolled . Uncontrolled
Rights: . Include Include Include Incliude
Lanes: g 0.0 0 0. D0 0 0 0.1 0 1 6 0.8 6 0.1 0 O
e o i = | e s i et B et o [ s - {L. s |
Volume Module: _
Base Volr 6-- 0 0 Q- 0 2 1 26 0 0 182 0
Growth Adj: 100 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1,00 1,00 °1.00 1.00 2,00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse:r - 0 0 0 0 o 2 1 28 o 0 182 0
User Adj: 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.06 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0,76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76°
‘PHF Volume: 0 0 Y ) 0 3 Y. Q) 235 0
* Reduct Vol Q 0 ¢ 0 0 ‘0 0 0 oM o] 0
FinalVolume: 0 0 o o 0 3 134 0 O 239 a
' s ; =11 ‘ s [ e e R e |

Cmtu.cal -Gap Module* - : ‘ SR o
Critical GPIXXZXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXK REEEK 6027 4.7 KXXK EXXEX RKKXK XXXX XXKXK
EollowUpT:.m.xxxxx KXKK KXRRK XXXXX xExx, 3.3 2:2 KKK xxxxx;-xx;:xx. XKXXE xxxxx .
R S et | B —e]
‘Capacity Module:s S )
tnflict Voli XXX XXXX ®XXXX  XXXX XKXXx. 239 . 239 HXXK KREKEE XKEKX RAKE XXXKX
Potent Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXNXX  2RxZ xxxx 804 1339 REKK XXAXK  XREX KXXX XXEXX.
Move Cap.?t  XXXX BXXX XXXXX  KXXX XXKX ‘804 13'3_:9 KEXXX XXEEX " XEXX RENX KXREK.
Volume/Cap. :xxxx xxxx CRRRX . CXEXX ¥kx%  0.00 0,00 xxxxX  XXEX XXXX ARKX  XXRX
“f - “f e + - o s s i f
Level Of Service Modile: - T ' ‘
2Way95thQ:  XXXX XXX :xxxxx. XXEX XXX

RAEK XXXKK  XXXR EXXE XRXXX

0.0 0.0
Control DEl:XxXXX XXXX XXXXX KXRXK XKXX 9.5 7.7 XZXX RXXXX HERRX XXX XXRXXX
103 by Move: =¥ S ke i * B A O EL e Rk *
~ Movement: LT = LIR + RY LT ~ LTR - R? : LT - IR - RT m' ~ LIR ~ RT

Shared Cap.! XXX KXXX ANXRX XXXX XXX XXXXX  XXXX XKEX XXXXX . XXX¥ ERARK KKARR
SharedQuene IXXXEX XXXX XXXXX HXAXK XEXX XXZ¥X 0.0 ZXXX XXXXE XXX XXX KXAHX
Shrd ConDel :XXXXKX XXXX “XKXXKXX KXKAX XXXX XXXKX 7.7 RXXX RARKE HEXXEK KEXX XAXXK

*

Shared Los: L * L * A ok L
ApproachDel: AKXKXK - - 9.5 RRRREY xxxxxx
AppioachLos: #: B B *

***#*******************#%f***************************%**************************

Note: Queue reporied is the number of cars per lane. : .
. *********************&**********************************************************

TPraffix 8.0.0715 (¢} 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to HIGGINS 'ASSOC., GILROY




Existing PM Wed Feb €, 2013 18:23:30 ~Page 3-1

Ievel Of Service Computation Reporkt
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volums Altérnative) )
**************************k*************&**************%*k*********ﬁ***********w

Intersection #1 Carmel Valley Rd/Tularcitos Access o ‘ _
-*************#*****ﬁ****#**************%*******************%*******k*****%**%***

Average Delay (sec/veh}: 0.1 Worst Case Level Of Service: A[ 8.7]
*****k*ﬁ******#wk**%*******k******************&************#***********k*k******
Approachs North Bound South Bound East Bound _ Wést Bound
Movenent: i - T - R L ~ T ~- R L - T - R L - T - R
Bttt ={== g ~F]= o s et B Sl 1
Control: Stop Bign Stop Sign Uneontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: -Include Include Include - Includa
Lanes: o9 6.0 0 0 0 O O 1 g 1 ¢ 0O © 0 ¢ 1 0 O
~—*~—q——~»u—wf —— - . > I] . Lo s f'l[ _:. .;  ’”‘;t[f\ i - . l
Volume Module: ' _

‘Base Vol: el 6 . o 0 0 2l 3 150 0 9 73 | Q-
‘Growth Adjs 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 -1.00°1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bier g 0 0 0 0 A ©3 150 o 0. 73 0
User Adj: 2.00.1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adjs 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0,84 0.84 0.84 -0.84 0,84 0.84 0.84
BHF Volume: Bo 0 [N 0 0 it 4 179 -8 0 - 87 0
Redugt Volz 0 ¢] o Q. 0 0 0 0 o o 0 o
‘Finalveolumes: 0 o a Q o a1 4 179 £l a . 87. -G

_ Gritical Gap Modules: - R L : v
Critical GPIXXXXX XXKX XKXXX XXXXX XKAX.- £.2 4.1 XEAX AXXXX XRXXE KRXX KXXKAX
FOLLOWUPTIN: XXXXK XXXX XXKXK XXXRX XXX = 3.3 2,2 XXAK KEEXKX AXKKK KHEX KEXXX

el —11 it & Rteins - |
Capacity Module: : ) . L
‘Cnflict Vol: XXXX AXXX KEXXK: XXX XKRX BT BT kxx¥ xR®XX  XEXX KXEX XRXXX

Potent Cap,: XKXK XXXX XXXXX XKKX XXXX 877 1522 XXX XXXKX XKXX XXX XXXKX
Move {ap.: XXKK XXXKX KRXXX XXXE XXxx 977 1522 XXRX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Volurme/Caps XxX¥® XXX XXXX- XXXX xxxX 0.00 0.00 XXX EXXX XXXKX. XXXX 'XXEX

el | S e | e e

-1 ——— =] for=
Level Of Service Module: » - ‘
2Way95SthQ:  XXXX XXEX XKXXKXX CXXXX XxxxX. 000 0 0.0 XEKXX XXAKX XXXX XEXX EXXEF
Control Del:xguxy XXEX XXXXX XXXEX ¥Xxx 8.7 7T#d xXXXR XRXKX KKXRX XXX XXRXE:
1.0S by Mover L * N A a o * * & x
Movement:. - LT = LTR ~ RT IT ~ LR~ RT . LT = LTR -~ RT LT - LIR -~ RT
Shared Cap.: RXXX XKXXX XXAXK XKXK KAXK  REXXX REXK XXKK XEXXE KXEX KXEX KXEKX "
SharedOUoUe sXRXXX XKHXX XXKXX KXXXX XXXX Xxzxx 0.0 3xxx‘xxxxx AREKK KKXX ZAXXX
Shrd ConDelsxXXXX XXXX XXKXX KXXKX XKXK XXXxx 7.4 KKK EAKXE KLERR LAXX XXXKXX
N p ‘ _ T :

Shared 1OS: * * . * *. & A * § * * *
ApproachDel: KXXKXR 8.7 : | EXXXXX HERKKK
ApproachLdS: *. A & : *

s dododk ok Fodedok Kk Yot e e Fe e Kodoshed e dedd K Fosk Fedek e Fe ot Bk e e v 3 sl vk o e ok st S sl ok Y R A R kR e Ak ****f’r.h‘m}

Note: Queue reported is the nimber of cars per lane. .
***k**w********k**%*x***w*******%A*i***%*&*ﬁk**#*&%**#***#%ﬁ***#**#***%*#*#*ﬁ**f

Traffix 8.0.0715 (¢} 2008 Dowling Assoc., Licensed to HIGGINS ASSOC.; ‘GILROY
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o

Leval 0f Sexvice chputation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method {Base Volume Alternatiwve)
*********************k******************************************************%***

Intersection #1 Carmel Valley Rd/Tularcitos Access
**+************k********k*******************************************************

Average Delay (sec/veh): 0.8 Worst .Case Iievel Of Servicei: B[ 11.1].
**********************t*************************ﬂ****************k**************
Approach: Nerth Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L. - T - R~ L - T - R L - T - R L - T &+ B
e [ ’ I S | f Sl B Bt e |
Controls Stop Sign Stop Slgn Uncontrolled - Uncontrolled
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 6 O If 0 0 ¢ Q. 00 1+ @.H 10 0 0 L 0.0 O
e oE Setaae e 15 B I - | = {
Volume Module H i v

Base Vol 1. 0 1 0 0 2 1 2e 86 . 5 182 0
Growth Adj:  1.00 1.00° 1500 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.06 1,00 -1.00 1,00 1.00 1..00
Initial Bse; 18 0 1 o 0 2 1 26 86 5 182 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 11{00' 1.00 1.00 %.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF 2dj+ 0.76 0.76 0,76 0,76-0.76 0,76 0.76 0,76 0.76 0.76 Q.76 0.76
PHI Volume: 24 ¢} 1 o 0 3 1 34 113 7 239 Q
Reduct Vol:. 0 0 (i a0 0 0 A0 ‘o 0 0 )
FinalVolumé: 24 Q 1 o 0 3 1

34 113 7 239 0

e e | ot .——[1 e |

Critical Gap Modul e . . o e R ; v
Critical Gp: 7.1 6.5 6.2 XXxxx Xkxx. 6.2 4.1 xx¥x xxxxg 4.l XXX XxxxX
I‘olloWUpTlm' 3.5 4.0 3.3 KXRXX xx,x-x: 3.3 242 xxRX RExkx KXXE XXEEX

e i '—'ll e | Pt e E e f i e |
-Capac1ty Mbdule' . : . S
onflict Vel: 347 346 91 - xgRX sxxg 239 239 XXXX XXXXX 147 XXXX XXXXX
"Potent Cab.: 611 580 972 xxxx x¥xx B804 1339 xxxR xXrgx¥ 1447 EAHX KKXKX
Move Cap.: 606 577 972 xxxx xxxx. B804 1339 xxxx xxxxx 1447 ‘XXXX AXXXX
volune/Cap: 0.04 0.00° 0.00 Xxxx xxxx 0.00  0.00 xxxx xxxx 0.00 XXXX XXXX
e et | i e — et | : o] e e B
Level Of Service Module: . ' R e e

C2Way95E£hO:  XXRX XKXX XXXEZ XXX XX¥Xx 0.0 Q
Control Del:XxXXKx XXXX XXXRX KXXX¥ xxxx 9.5 7.7 XXX KR To5 HHRX KKXKK

105 by Move: . ¥ = *. w ok * A A S *

Movement: . LT = LTR = RT® LT = LIR = RT LT~ LTR -~ RT LT - .LTR«~ RI
Shared Cap.: Xxxk 619 xxXR¥X XXXX XERX KEKEXKK  XREX ENEX XEXXX HEAX KKKX HXXRXK
SharedQueue:xxxxx 0.1 XXALX XXXXA XXXX KXXXX KEEXXX XXKE XXKKX 0,0 XXXX HEXKX
Shrd ConDeltxxxxg 11.1 XXXXX XXXXX XEXX XKEXX XXXXX RXXX XXE¥X 7.5 XXX XXXXX

0.0 xxxx xExxn - 0.0 XXXX XXXXX
5

Shared LOS: * B * * * # "k * ® A 0 %
ApproachDel: 11.1 : 9.5 xxxxxx : XXXHEX
ApproachLOS: B B * *

k****************************ﬁ*********k********ﬁ****k**ﬁ***k******k************

Note: Queue reported is the number of .cars per lane.
***ﬂk*k**********%**********k*******************k*******************k******k****

Traffix 6.0.0715 (c) 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to HIGGINS ASSOC., GILROY
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o 2 s o ot 2 —— -

» Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
*****i************************i***********Q*********k*******Wk#****k#*******k*&*

Tntersection #1 Carmel Valley Rd/Tularcitos Access , o
**********%***********k*#**#*********#***ﬁ***********ﬁ******k#*******ﬁ********k*

Average Delay (sec/veh): 3.2 Yorst Casé Level Of Serxvice: B[ 11:3)
**********************t****f***ﬁ***********#*********k***************&********k*
Approachs North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movements L - T -~ R L - T = R L - T - R L - T ~ R
S - |- - N =11 Suntete 11 ——— i
Control: ‘Stop Sign’ Stop Sign Uncontroiled Uncontrolled
Rights: Include Include ) Include Include .
Lanes: 00 1t0 0 © 0 00 1 00 110 0 0 1 0 00
____________ Jromomm e i i i | ] : i et § b e e e o}

‘Volume Module:

‘Base Vol: 86 B 5 0 0 1 3 150 i8 1 73 0
Growth Adjr 1.00 1.00 100 1,00 1.00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initisl Bss: 86 O 5 ° 0 1 3 150 18 1 73 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 '1.00
PHF Adj: 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84
PHF Volume: 102 0 6. 0 0 1 4 179 .21 1T 87 0.
Rednet Vols. 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0
‘FinalVelume: -~ 102 0 6 0 o 1 4 179 21 1 87 3]
m— Jemmes e f e 11 = ' il i e |
~Critical Gap Modulé: . .. . . , L :
Critical Gp: 7.1 6.5 6.2 xxxxx xxxx 6.2 4.1 EXXK ®xE®E 4.1 RRXX KHXXX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 4.0 3.3 XXXXX XXXX 3.3 2.2 RXxx xxxxx 2.2 XXX KKKEK -
- i - Scasl K Dot 43 S il Rt : i
capacity Module: R , T
Cnflict Vol:. 286 2B6  1B9  XiXX XXKX 87 BT Rxxx RXKXX 200 XXKX XRIXR
Potent Cap.: 70 627 858 axxx xxxx 977 1522 xxxx xxxxx 1384 xxxx XXXXX
Move Cap.: 668 625 858 .xxxot xxxX 977 1522 XXXX XXXXX 1384 XXXX RXXXK
Volume/Cap: 0.15 0.00 0.01 xxxx xxxx 0.00 0.:00 xxxx ®xxxx 0.00 XxXxX* AKXAX
Y , “fl“““- {E — . T‘ : {

Tevel Of Service M&ﬁﬁ';?e;:.

2Way95thD:  X¥Xx ¥XXX XXXxX Xxxx xxxx 0.0 0.0 Xxxx Xxxxx 0.0 AXXX KXKXX
Cofitrol DelixxXXX X¥XXK XXXXK XXXEX BXXK 8.7 7.4 ¥xxx Xkxxy 7.6 XXXK XXXXX
LOS by Move: ~ ¥ ¥ . . % * * A, A E * B E *
Movement: - LT - LTR.= RT". LT ~ IR - RT IT — LTR — BT TT ~ LTR ~ RT

Shared Cap.s XXXX ﬁ!;?_isf REX¥E  EXXR XEXK XXEXXK XABX XHKX AEXKK  KXXK XXEX KXHXXK
SharedQueue:xxxxx 0.6 KXXXK XXXXX XXXX XXXXX KEEKE XXAX XERxE - 040 XXRX XXXXX
Shrd ConDel:xxxxx L11.3 XXEEK XXXXA XXXX XXRXX FXLEX XXXX¥xxxx 1.6 KEXX XXEXX

Shared LOS%: * B * * ¥ * ¥ % . &
ApproachDel:: 1143 . 8.7 XXEBEX KEXKXX
PpproachLOS: - B A % *

***»*-*.*_*****i’c*****9:,*1**:#***.**‘;**4*-****.****-k-;\;*,**ig*******.***k*'*»**;**'ﬂ-k;*ﬁ*:****_**kkkw*-**-}
Note: Queue reportéd is the number of -cars per lane..

ook e e Ko de KAt decfoe de e de dede S H R F A e N e e IR Rk dedk dek e ek B A WA AR oo Fe e R o ek e ke

Traffix 8.0.0715 (¢} 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to HIGGINS ASS0C., -GILROY
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ILevel Of Service computat:.on Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
*******************i*********************************************************%**

Intersection #2 Carmel Valley Rd/San Clemente Dr
***************************************************i****************************

Average Delay (sec/vsh): 0.6 Worst Casé Level Of Service: B[ 10.3}
********k******i*i*******************k******************************************
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound ‘West Bound
Movement:. L - 7T - R L - T - R L - T =~ R L - T - R
e it [ et B Beeeteles - It e Bt ter ]
control: Stop Sign ' Stop Sign. Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: TInclude. Include Include ‘Trnclude
Lanes: 1 8 o0 0.6 0061 -0 0 01 0 0 ¢ 1 0 0

S L et 8 ‘ st f s {
Volume Module:

Base Vol e g ] 0 0 e 0. 25 ¢ L 0 170 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 11 0 U 0 1 8 25 1. 0. 170 0
User Adj? 1.00 1.00 21.60 1.00-1.00 - 1.00 1.00 1.00 31.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj:  0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76. 0.76 0.76 €.76
PHF Volumes: . 14 0 0 0 0 i 8 33 1 ~-Q 224 0
‘Reduct Vol 4 D 0 00 0 il 0 0 o 0 0
Finalvelume: 14 0O 0 g0 1 o 33 1 0 224 0

’ e E D B Bt B - _—

LN

“eritical Gap Module:- . ST e : S .
critical Gp: 7ol xxXx XXRKK AAXXX XXX 6.2 XAXEX XXX AXKXX KXIXX XREX XXXEX
FollowUpTJ.m' 3.5 XXX XXXXX XREEKX Xxxx. 3.3 XRXKK XXXX ZXXXX KEXXX XAKK KKKXEK

== - =1 iy J = oo | : : I
Capac:. v3's Module~ : . .
gnflict Vol: 258 XXX XXXXX KXRX XKXXX 224 XXNX XXEX XXHXR  XEXK KKAX KXXXX
Potent Cap.: 609 XXXX E¥XXZ® -XKXXX XXX 821 =Rxkx XNER RXXXX XXXX KXXX XXXXX
Move Cap.t’ 698 XXXX XXKEX ~ XXXX XXXX. 821 Rxxx XRKR KRAEE HXXE XXAX KXZXK
Volume/Cap: 0.02 XXKXX XKXX %XXX Xxxx -0:00 Xx¥X XKXKX XXXKX XEXX ZXXX XKXX
e =1 e ==[1 Smm ~{i - it B et ]
Tevel Of Service Meduley e Co SR :
2Way95sthor 0,1 XXXX XXKXX XXxxX XxxX. 0.0 HAKK HXEX AXKKE XRAX XXXK XXXXX

" Control Del: 10,3 XXXX KXXXX KXXXX XXXX 9.4 XEXXX EXXX XXXXK XXXXX XKXK KXXKK
TOS by Movei B * S AR S . * e ¥k * .

| Movement: ET”*_LTR - RT LT - TR ~ BT LT - TIR - RT LT - LTR — RT:

Shared Cap,i XXX XXXX XXXXX XXX KEXKX. XXNXKX XXX XXXK XEXXX XXX XXXH XXXXX

SharedQuUeue I XXEXX XXXK AXXEX HAXXKX KXXX XARKE KAKEX EXXX XXXXX XXXXX XEAN KXXXK

Shrd ConDeliXXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXKXX XAXXX XXXX XKKXX XXXKX XXXX RXXKK

B3

Shared T.0S: * * kS & * K .k * * * #*
ApproachDel: 10.3 9.4 KRXRKK XRKKRX
ApproachLos: B ‘ ‘A a *

Fe ek d ***********k*x***k**********************+* e e e e e ok A e e e e e e e ek e e ke e W

Note: Queue Teported is the number.of cars per lane.
***************************************w****************************************

+

Traffix 8.0.0715 (¢) 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed té HIGGINS ASSOC., GILROY
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e e e ey o vt S it S S i ——— it e,

TLeveél Of Service Computation Report _ .
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method {Base Volume Alternative)
-*******#****‘******‘************.W*‘a‘c#***.'****1\'*********fk*’****’*********'**************

Intersection #2 Carmel Valley Rd/San Clemente Dr _ _
*********f***********#*************%*#****t*****f*k***#**k*k******i****t*******&

Average Delay (sec/veh): 0.4 YWorst Case Level Of Service: A 9.9]
*k**%*********#***k*************#t********k*************i***#*****&**ﬁ**i*******
Approach: North Bound South. Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L = T = R L - T -~ R L ~ T - R
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Pncontrolled Uncontrolied
Rights: Include Include “Include Include
Lanes: 1 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 140 0 0 ¢ 0 1 @ 0 0 1 0 0
- e : -1 i  hen === o i m ]

Volume Module:

Basé Vol: 1000 o 0 0 R 0. 146 4 ‘0 63 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Tnitial Bse: 10 0O 0 0 0 0 o 146 4 D 63 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.06 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0,84 0.84
PHF Volume: 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 174 5 o 5 0
Reduct Vol: (v 0 ] VR < 1} o 0 0 a. o e}
0 0

‘ FinalVolume: 12 O o . 0 0 174 5 @ 75 0

=i

1
]
]
I

[+
Critical Gap Moduler

critical-Gp: 6.4 xxxx xxxxx 7.L 6.5 6.2 XXXXX XXXK KXEKX KXXXX XXXX KXKXXX
PollowUpTim: 3.5 Xxxk X#xxx 3.5 4.0 3.3 XKXXX XAXX XXEXX KEXXX KKK XKXXX
o ’ | : =] [ i e ]| e e [ 1= Sttt
Capacity Module: _ o
¢nfiict Voli ‘251 xxxx Xxxxx 251 1254 75 CRXEX XKXX RXXEX XXXX XEXK XXKXX
Potent Cap.: T42 XXEK ¥xxxx 706 653 992 xXEX XEXX EXXXX XXXX KEXK XXXEX
Move Cap.: 742 xxxx xXxxxx 706 ‘653 982 X¥XX XXXX XXEXK XEXX XXAK KXXKER
Volume/Cap: 0.02 XXR¥ XXXKX 0,00 000 0.00 XXXX ¥XXX H¥EXX EZXXR RKEXX XXXX
, o b =]} = {1 = SRR b =
Level Of Service Module: . ' : '
2Way85thQ: 0.0 XNXX XXXXX XXXK XEXX EXXXX XKKX KXRKE XKXBXX KARK XXXX XKXKX
Contrel Del: 9.9 AEXX XXEXX EEXEKE "XEXX. RXXXX KXEXX XXXHE XEXXX KXXXK EKXXX KRXXK
LOS -by Move: A * * * * * * ¥ * * * *-
Movenment: T - LITR — RT IT ~ LTR ~ RT e~ LTR - RT  EF = ‘LTR = RT
shared Cap.: XXX XXXX XEXXX XXXX 0 XXXRX XXEX XXXX ZXXXX XEXX XXXX KXAAX

_ SharedQueue :XXXXX XXXK XXXXX KXXKK XKXX KXXHX XXXEX EXXX XXXXK XXXKK KAAX EXXXX
Shrd ConDel:xxXxx XXX RXXEX XXXXX KXKX RKXXXE XXAXX RXXX KKK EXXXL XXXX AXRRK
. & & . . © g ¥

shared LOS: * ® * & # * % & * *
ApproachDel: 9.9 KEXEXEK KXKRHK XXREKK
Approachl0sS: - A : * * *

S e d sk o ook o e s e e v ok o ok oA ook e e ket O R Ol ke R e ek e o ek ok e o e o e et o e e de e AR R R S e ek ok ek e

. Note: Queue reported is the mumber of cars per lane.
e 36 e K e e s de o e v e 3 e e ek e Ve ek b e ek Fe ke e ok A e ek ok ok sk ok e deale e ok e 3 e o e e ok
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Level of Sexvice c:omputatlon Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)
************************************************************#**k**k***t*********

Intersection #2 Carmel Valley Rd/San Clemente Dr
**w********************ﬁ*********k*k***k**********************%*************%***

Average Delay (sec/vehj: 0.6 Worst Case Level 0Of Service: B{ '10.3]
****ﬁ**********i**********************k***************************#******k**i***
Approachi: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T —- R L - T - R L - T = R _' L - T - R
frmmrrmi s =11 - 8 ‘ g b= it |
Control: " stop Sign Stop Sign " Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: - Include Include Include Include
Lanes: i 00 0 0O 0.0 0 0 .4 0 0.0 4 0 A e 1 .0 0

i e i - 4 }-- e iminis | | : i | e e e |
Volume Module: '

“Base Vol: 5 o 0. . D0 i 0: 26" 1. ‘0. 178 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.06 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.0G .00 1.00 1,00
Initial Bse; 11 0 g Q V] 1 0 28 1 0 175 0
User Add: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00
PHF. Adj~ 0.76 0. 76 0.76. 0.76 0.76. 0.76 0,76 0.76 0.76. 0.7¢ 0.76 0.76
PHF Volumes: 14 [ ¢ a o . - 0 34 - 1 0 230 0
Reduct Vol 0 @ 0 0 0 0 0 R+ & 0 0 0
Finalvdlumet o0 o 0 - L .03 1 0

0 230

l b e SE s
Cr:.t:.cal Gap Module: )
Critical Gp: 7.1 XAXX XXXKK XXXKX KKK

FollowlUpTim: 3.5 Xxxx XRXXZ REXHK KKK

(. ARKK KKAXK KEKKK KKK XXEXK
K XAXK KEXXR CHEXRX XRXE KXAXXX
: ~ v i

e | L

Capacity” Module. . . ) 3 :
‘Cpflict Vol: 266 XXAX KXXXX XXX XXKEX . 230  #XXX XREX XAXRK  REUR KRXK HAKKK
Potent Cap.: 691 XXXX XXXXX XXXX Xxxx© 814 XXXz xxxx ARLEX. XXX XEXK XXXRX
Move Cap.i 690 XXX XXEAX KKXK KXXX-  $14  XXXX XXX XERXKK KEXX KKKX KXXXX
Volume/Cap: 0.02 XXXX XXKX XEXX Xxxx . 0.00 XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXK X¥RX
A, e | [ o F .
Level OF Service ‘.Mocml_e-: - ' '

2Way95thg: 0.l RRXE EERKX XEXK Kxxx%. 0,0 XEXX EEEN XXANX CKXKX KXXX EXXER
Control Del: 10,3 xxxx XXXXX XAXKA XXX 0.4 XXXRX XAXK. KEAXX AXXKK KXXL XXXKX
1.OS by MOV&. B w ¥ * £ 3 A do K £3 B A X
. Movement:i - LT -~ LTR - RT LT — LTR - BT IT - LTR -« RT.° LT — LTR ~ RT

Shared Tap.: XxXX XXRX XXKXX XXXK XXXX KXXKKX - XXXX HEXX RXEXE - RXEX XXXX XEXKK
SharedQuUele TXXXXK KXXX REXXX XXXKX XEXX XXXXX XAXRK XXXX XXXXK XXXXK KAXX XKXXX
Shrd ConDel {XXXXX XXXX XXKEK XXXEX xxxx RXRLK XXERK XXXK XXKXX XXXKR XXX EXXxH

Shared LOS: * £ * kS kS g * * * % * *
Approachbel: ~10 3 . 9.4 ¢ 3'e 8T d w XAEXEX
ApproachloS: B D . P 4

**k************%****k************#********************************i*************

Note: Queue reported is the number -of cars per lane.
*******************t*****************k****#******************t*k**k*********ﬁ***
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[

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternatiwve)
******************k*****************************#*************+******ﬁ**********

Intersection #2 Carmel Valley Rd/San Clemente Dr
**#*******************k******************k******************ﬁ**#***************%

Average Delay {(sec/vehj: b.4 Worst Case Level Of Service: A[ 10.0]
**************************************************************k**k**************
Approach: - North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movenent: L - T - R L - T = R L - T - R L - T = R
= e = -——1] meiiee | | - |
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Uncentrelled Unceontrolled
Rights: - 'Inciude Include Include Include
Lanes: 1.0 0 0 © 000 1t 06 0 0.0 0 1 0 0 0 l 0 9]
e e | e e
Volume Module: } .
‘Base Vol 16 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 151 4 0 64 0
Growth Adj: 1,00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 11.00 1.00 1.00 1. 00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bset = 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 151 4 VN 0
User Adj: - 1.00 1.06 1.00° 1.00-1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: ~ 0.64 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84
PHF Volume: 12 o 0 0 0 0" ¢ 180 5 0 76 0
Reduct Vol: - 0 o (6] 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 0
FinalVolume: 12 a e ) 0 0 Q. 180 5 0. 76 0
1 G T horme—e merer]

: 1 : =]

Critical*Gap Module: .~ - i o . .
Critical Gp: 6.4 XXXX XXXKX 7.1 65 6.2 XEXEX XXXX KRKKX HAEXK EKEK KXKXK

'_EQIlOWUpTim$ 3.5 BAXK KHXXX 356 4.0 - 3. 3 xxxRx xxxx'xxxxx HREXXK REKX HXEXK

| [ mmmies I e E e I

Capacity Module:

enflict Voli 258 xxxx XxXXx  258. 261 76 XXXX RNXX XXXKX KXXX XX XExRR
Potent Cap.. T35 x¥xxXXXXX ' 699 647 991 XXRX XERX XEXXX XK XERR XXXXE
Move Cap.t 35 KERX XXXRX 699 647 991 XXXX KXXK XEXAEX XRXX KXXX XXKXK

vOlume/cap* 0. 02 xxxx xxxx 0.00 8,00 0.00 RXRX BAXK AR XEXX XHAX  XXEX

1 ===} G I e B |
Level Of Serv1ce Module: ' . v . ]
2WayS5thQ: 0.0 XERR ZXKXE  XEXX XHXX XXXEX XXRE KXKXK XKXXXK XXEX HXXX XXxXX

Conttrol Del: 10.0 XXX XXERX KXXKK AXXX RXHXX XRRAKX ZXAX KAXRX -KXXER KHEX HAXLR
108 by Movet 2 & * * * * x * % * * Fo
Movenents - LT -~ LTR-— RT LT - LTR ~ RT ‘LT~ PR -~ RT - LT - IR - BT
shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXE  EXXX 0 XXXXX XXX FXKX XXXXE BXXX XXXE XXXXX

SharedQueue :XXXXX AEXX XHXXK XEXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX ZXXK XXXKX XXXAX XXXX XXAXX
Shrd ConDeliXXEXX XXXZ XEXKXX XXKXX XXEX REXRXH XXXEX XARE XKXRL HXKXAE XAXK KRXXEK

Shared LOS: * % % * * %" . & * * * *
Approachbel: 10.0 HRAXER .xxxxxx HEXAHK
‘ApproachLOs A * *

***********#******#*********************i*****************************#*********

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
**************k**************************************#*********k*%**************

EraffixABQO,O715'(c)12003 Dowling Assoc. Licensed toAﬁlséyns AS30C.; GILROY
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Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 :HCM Unsigndlized Method (Base Wolume BAlternative)
**k*********************k********************#****k*w***************************

Intersection #3 Carmel Valley Rd/Cachagua Rd
*********************************h********************i*************************

Average Delay {sec/veh}):

3.7

Worst Case Level Of Sesrvice: Al

£2.31

**************#&****************************************************************

Approach: Horth Bound South Bound Eagt Bound West Bound
Moverntenty T - T ~-®R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
e - |1 i | [ et e R it 1
Controly Stop Sign Stop Sign Uncontrolled Uncorntrolled
Rights: Include Include Include . Include
Lanes: 0.0 11 0 O 0 B .0 0 £ 9. 0.0 1 B g 0 1. 0 0
- e 1 | it e i
Volume Module: _
Base Vol:- 58 0 3 0 0 0 0 .14 5 Q. 73 =0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1. 00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.000 1.90° 1,00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bge: 5§ 0 3 0o -0 el 0 14 5 0 73 0
User Adj: 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 t,00 1,00 1.p0 1.00 1.00 1.00-  1.00
PHF Adj: 0,84 0.84 0.84 ©0.84 0.84 0.84 0.840.84 0.84 0.84 0.84, 0.84
PHF Volume: 69 ) 4 0 0 0 0 17 6. Q B7 0
‘Reduct Volsz 0 0 0 SRR 0 o o 0 0 0 O
- Finalvolume: 63~ © 4 0.0 Q- 0, 17 6 0 BT 9
» fourt L L |
Critical Gap Module‘ o S ‘ T . . *
Critical Gpt 6.4 6.5 6.2 ¥XXXX XXX KKXKR XXXEK KXKKK BEXKKK XEHXX XXX RERAK
FollowUpTim: 3.5 4.0 3.3 xxxx¥ AKXX HXXEK EERRK - XKRK  XRREK KRERK ERXK KEXXR
. 13 et % Sy Sty J frmemimr . =] :
Capacity 'Modul‘e: ) ) .
Cnflict Vol: 107 107 = 20 xXx¥X XKXK XXEXKE  HEXXX KXHR XXHKK: KXIK REKK KXXXX
Potent Cap.i B96 787 1064 XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXEX XXXKX XXXXKX XKXX KEXX XAXKK
Move Cap.z 896 787 1064 XRKX RXXX KXXXX RXXX XXXX XKAXX XARX XRXX XXZXX
Volume/.cap.: 0.03 G;OB 0,00 XXXE-ARAR REEE XXX -KXKK  XEXX  AEXK XXXX  KXKK
o - 1 : —1- i | Bt i SRR i
Level QFf Servz,ce Modu}.e. o o
2Way25thQ:  xxxx xxxx xz-.:rxx RXXX AXXX XKXXE XXX XAKE XXRAX  AXXX KAKK XARRX
Control Del:XXXXE XXEX XXXXX AXXKX XXXX XXXXK KAXKR XREAK KREEHK RRAKE AXXK XXEXX
LOS by Movésr ¥ % . i Tk * *. =3 % o
Movement: T - LTR - RT LT — LIR - ®P* LT - ITR ~ RT* LT - LTR = RT
Shared Cap.: XxxX¥X 803 X%XXX XEXX XXX X¥XXEX KXRX XEXX XXAXK XXX AKX XEXXX
SharedQueue:xxxxx 0.3 XxyxX RXXXX KERK. XXXERX REXXXE AXRX XXKXX XXXRKK XEXX HKEAK -
Shrd ConDel:xxxxx 9.3 XXXXX XXXXX XEXX XXXXX EXKKX XXXE XXZRX MXKER BREX KXXRX
Shared LoS: * A * i * * * * * e #* *
Approachbelz 9.3 HRRRKK EXKEKEX KAKREXK
Approachlioss: A * * ¥

******k**********************k**************#***********w****+******************

‘Note: Queue reported is the number o6f ‘Cars per laneé.
»*********k**********w*************#k*k*****************k***k**************#*****

‘Traffix 8.0.0715 (¢) 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed te HIGGINS ASSOC., GILROY
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Tevel af Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative).
****ﬁ*****+*********************************************************************

Intersection #3 Carmel Valley Rd/Cachagua Rd
**********f*********i**************x**ﬁ****w******************i*****************

.Average Delay {(sec/veh): 0.8 Worst Case Level OFf Servicer Al 9.4]
********************************************************************************
Approach: North Bound South Bound East ‘Bound, West Bound
Movenent: L - T - R L - T — R L - T - K L - T - R
——— i : =11 St N Bt [i= : I
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign. Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: Include Include nclude Include
Lanes: 10 0 0 0 o 0 g 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 ¢ 0 1 0-@
vt gy | it | e [ wimmim] [ e
Volume Module- ‘
Base Vol: 17 g 0 ¢ 0 B o~ 0 75 48 0 44 K¢}
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.0 00 1.60° 1.00
Initial Bse: 17 Y o 0 0 o 0 75 48 0 44 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,000 1.06 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.86 0.86 ©0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86
PHF Volume: 20 0 0 0 VA ) 0 87 56. 0 51 0
Reduct "Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 ge] g 0
FinalVolume: 20 o] o] 0 [ S ¢ I 0 87 56. O 51 0

; - J = Pl iy ] | e -’]_E’g; it |
‘Critical Gap Module: : o : , ’
Critical Gp: 6.4 %EXX XXXXX XEXKX XXXAX XAXXX HARERK XXAK XEKEX XXXKE KAXX RXXRXK
FollowUpTim: 3.5 XXX KXEXX XXXAX XKXK KEAXR KXAXX KAAK XRAKX HXHXE KXKX AXXXX -
; e | 2 ; i e =11 : "'ll oo

Capacity Module:. : ; - : . S Y
Cnflict Volz: 166 XXXX XXXXX XXKX XXXX FXEAX XXX AXXK KXKRX  AARK AERK XEKKE
Potent Cap.: B29 XXX XXEXK XXXX XXXX HEARK KEER EXAX RXERK. XEXX XXXK KXXKZR-
Move €ap.: H29 KAXX KAKKXK KEXX KEXX XXKXK KEXX XXX  XXEXE KXXK XKXK. FAXKK
Volume/Cap: 0.02 XXxx XXXX XXXX XXXX XXEX XXXX XAXX XRXE RXAR XEKXX XAXX.

; B e ] ] mmmmm |
ILevel Of Service Module:

2Way95thQ: 0.1 XXEX XEERK XXKXX XXXX XXXKE XXXX KXXK XXKXX  XXKE KXKK KXXKE
Control Del: 9.4 XXEX XEXAX XKAXXE KXEK KXXKE XEXXK XXXX AXKRX EXEXKR AXEX RXXXX
L0S by dove: A ¥ % * * K * * S N
Movement:®  IT - LTR — RT LT = LTK -~ RT LT - LTR = RT LT - LTR -~ RT

shared Cap.: XXXX XXXK XXXKX XKXK XXEX XEXXX RXXE XKXXX KXKKE REXK XXAX XXXXX
SharedQuels XXX XXXX XXKXX XXXXX XXEX XXKRX KAXXX XX XXRXX EXXXR XXX KEXXX
Shrd ConDel:XXXEX XXXX XAKEX XXXXK XAXX XXEXK XXXEX XKAX XAXKX XRKXXK RARXE XEXXX

shared LOS: * * * % % * % ok % # * %
ApproachbDel : 9.4 KEXKXX xxxxxx ' | ORXRXEX
ApproachLOs: A . * &

*****************************#**************************************************

Noté: Queune reported is the number of cars per lane.
-***-k****************#**************************************************ﬂk******k*

Traffix 8.0.0715 (¢} 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to HIGGINS ASS0C., GILROY
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Tevel Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method {(Base Volume Alternative)
*****************i*****&*************************************#*#***********x****

Intersection #3 Carmel Valley Rd/Cachagua Rd
k********************#****************************k**#**ﬁ*****ﬁ*****************

Average Delay (sec/veh): . 3.6 Worst Case Level Of Service: Al 9.4]
*****************************+**************k********************************k**
Approach: North Bound ‘South Bound Eaat Bound ‘West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L.~ T - R L - T - R L -~ T - R
—— e | - it I et s B : Fi- e =]
Control: Stop Sign Stop Sign Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: Include Indlude Include ) Include
Lanes: D0 1' o0 0 o 0 0 0. 0.0.0 1 O 6 0 1 0 D
_ I B B e B Lt — [ Jmmmrmm ~: 1
Volume Module: ] ] )
Base Vol 58 0 3 g 0 . 0 0 - 15 . 5 e 78 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 58 k¢] 3 0 ¢] 0 0 15 5 0 78 0
Tser Adj: 1.00°.1.60 1.00 1.80-1.00 €,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.64 0.84 0.84 0.64 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.84
PHF Volume: 69 0 4 0 o 0 0 18 6 0 93 0
Reduct Voli 0 0 0 0 0 o .0 0 0 0 D 0
0 6 g 93 D

FinalVolume: - 69 o 4 0 O 0 0 18 .

o st |

critical Gap Module: . ‘ . P L
Critical Gp: 6.4 6.5 6.2 BXXXK XXXE XXXEX XXHHX XXEK KXKKX EXXEX HAAX ARAXX
:FollowUp‘I'im. 3.5 4.0 - 3.3 XEXKX KRN xxxxx XZHER BRKR AXAKK HAKXKX " XXKK XEXXXK
[~ ] 13- i | — 1= e
‘Capacity Hodule: - o T '
cnflict vols 114 114 21 XXEX XXX KEAKX CKXKK XAAX XXLXK | ALK XEXX XXERK

‘Potent Cap.: 888 780 1063 XXAX KKXX. XXXEX - XREX ARKE XXXKX XEXX XAXKK KXXXX
Move Cap.: 888 780 1063 "¥XXX XKXK XKXXXX XXXX XXXX AXKAK XXX XXXX ZXEXK

vdlﬁme/Cap:' 0.08 .O .‘0‘0» 0.00° XEXX ZXRX AXKX XXX AXXK - XAKK XXX XAXKX - XEXX
. 1 i e ] v Tp~e - 1t 4
Level of Serv:.ce Modules . . . .

ZWay95thQr  XXXX XXXX XXXXX xxxx RAEA RAKXK  XRKK KXXX ARXXE  HXEK XEKX XXAXX
Control Del:XXEXX RKEX XXREX KXXXX XKXKX HREEX XXEXX XXXX XXXKX XXEKEKX EEXR XXEXX
LOS by Move: . - % . % Rk * * E R * s ok *
Movement : LT ~ LTR = RT T -~ LTR +» RT LT - LTR - RT IL.-~ TTR - BT
Shared Cap.: Xxxx BOS XXEXX XXXX XXXK XARXX ~XXXX XXXX XAXXX XXXX KXXX XXAXX
SharedQueue:rxxxxx 0.3 XXXXX KXKXXX BEXXK XXXXX XXAXK XXX XXXAK KAXXHK BARK KRERX
Shrd ConDel:Xx&XX - 9.4 XXXEX XXXXX XXX XXXAK XXAXK KXXE XAXRE HXAXA XAXX XKAZXK

shared LOS: * o n k. oK * *. ¥ % * * * %
ApproachDels: 9.4 KXERLX AXXEXK . x}_c_xxx-x
ApproachLoS: A * SR

k*******************t**##****************************k**************************

Note: Queue reported iz the mumber of cars per lane.
***k***************k****************************************&**********k********

Traffik 8.0.0715 {c¢) 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to HIGGINS ASS0C., GILROY
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Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Véluine Alternative)
*******i**********************ﬁ******************k***k*********k*****k**********

Intersection #3 Carmel Valley Rd/Cachagua Rd
******k*************************ii***ﬁ*******************%*****#***************%

.Average Delay (sec/vwéh}: 0.8 Worst Case Level Of Service: A[ B8.5]
*********************i**ﬁ**************************************k******#*********
Approach: Worth Bound South Bound. East Bound West Bound
Movement:? T - T - R L - T «~ R T - T = R L. - T - R
7 e | i =1 ' = |} : Sl 2 ]
Control: Stop Sign Stop Siyn Uncontrolled Uncontrolled
Rights: . Inciude. Include Include Include
Lanes: 1 0 0.0 0 g 0 0 0 0 0 g0 L 1 90 0 0 1 0 O
i | i i [ = i 14 [ |
Volume Module*- ) .
Base Vol: 170 0 0 0 a 0 80 48 0 45 0
Growth Adj:  1.00 1:00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 17 0 o . 0 0 0 080 48 g 45 ]
User Adis - 1.Q0'1f00 1.00 1.00 1.00 4.00 .1,00.1;00 1.00. 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Ad3: . 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86.0.85 0.8f 0.86 0.86 0.B6 0.96 0.86 0.86
PHF Volume: 20 O o 0 0 0 a 93 56 9 52 0
Reduct Vol: ~* 0 0 o 0 o} 0 0 o o 0 0 0
0. 0 0 Q- 0. 93 56 0 62 0

rlnalVblume. 20 o
| .
»Crltlcal Gap Mbdule. ~ . S
Critical Gp: 6.4 XAXK AKAXK NAXXX XXX XXEXR XXXXK RXXK KXRXHN XKXXXK XXX XXKHAX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 EREE XRXXK KKXXK KRXX, KXXXK XXX XARK KXK' KEXXK KXXX XXXKKX
__________ 1 » P 2 [t e | o S el
Capac1ty Module.A s . . -
cnflict Vol: 173 xxgx XXXXE XXX MAX KXERX RREK XHEK KEKXX RHKX KEEX LAXRK
‘Potent Cap.s 821 xXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX KXXXX XXX¥ EXXX KEAXX KXXH XRXR XKXX¥
Move Cap.:’ 8271 xxxx KXAXX XAKX XEXX REXXK AKX XXX XXAXX KARKK -KAXR XXX
Vbluma/Cap: 0,02 RAXK XXX XXEX KKK KRR HXRX RAXK AR REXX RXAX  KXXXK
= - 11 . =i et B et - I
Tevel Of Serv:ce Modulei S _ : '
2Way85tho: 0.1 xxxx»xxxxxv‘XXXx’xxxx‘XXXxx REXX KEXX EXEXX EXXK EXXX HXRXX

"brzf s . %{

Control Del: 8.5 xxxx.xxxxx KEXKKX XXXX XXXXK XXXXX ALXKE KXEXH ZXXEX XREK AXKXXX
105 by Move: A * * * LA S * * w *
Hovemsnt: LT =+ LIR ~ RT LT — LTR -~ RIT" . 'LT'4*ETR'f RT 1T - LTR - RT’

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXX XXXXX RXXX XXXX XXXXK XXEX X¥xd XXKXX XXEX KXXX EXARE
SharedQueUe I XXXXX XXKX XXXXX XXXXK XXXX XKXXX XKXENK XXKX XEXEX XXXXX KXAX KXXXX
Shrd ConDel XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XEXXXE EXXX XXXKE EXXER XXXK XEXXAX XXKXXK XXXX RKXXXX

Y

shared TOS: & * * * * * * * * *
ApproachDel‘ ’ 2.5 : HXKEXX . | ORXXEXRX KKXXRXE
ApproachLios: A g * *

x******************************#*********************k*************&************

Noté: Queue reported is the number of catrs pet lane.
********************************************************************************

Traffix 8.0.0715 {c) 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to HIGGINS ASSOC., GILROY




APPENDIX D
LEFT-TURN AND RIGHT-TURN WARRANT WORKSHEETS




Carmel Valley Road/Tularcitos Access Road
Westbound Approach

800 -

700 -

800 -

LEFT-TURN WARRANTS - 40 MPH DESIGN SPEED

10%

5%

|Left-Turns in Advancing Volume |

40% 20% 15%

\

LEFT-TURN TREATMENT
; WARRANTED {40 MPH)

\

11 '
= \ \
= |
400
g ' \
1)
E
q
§ 300
- X .
ko] \
200 - \
100 - »
0 100 - 200 300 400 500 600 700
ADVANCING VOLUME (VPH)
Lﬂaﬁ-‘Turh
v . : , Lane
Scenario v Advancing | Opposing | % Left-Tum | Warranted
A. Exisling + ProjectAl . - 187 112 3% No Source: Transportation Research Board,
B. Existing+ Project P 168 1% ‘No “Intersaction Channellzation Guide",

74

Hatch Mott MacDona{dI

NGHRP Report 279, Novernber, 1885

warrants.ds - Left-Tuin. 40




Carmel Valley Road/Tularcitos Access Road
Eastbound Approach

RIGHT-TURN WARRANTS , 2-LANE HIGHWAY

:{B. Existing +Projsct PM

Note: Forpostedépeéds at-or under-45.mph, peak hour right {ums greater than-40 vph,
and fotal peak hqur appreach less'than 300 vph, adjust rght turn volumes.

Adjust peak hour right fums = peak hour right'tufns -20.

Hatch Mott MacDonald:

warcanta dn SRight-Fum ~ 2 ape

120 -

100 ™
> \ FULL=WIDTH(TURN LANE
14 TAPER | o am \
3 80 ' |

| &=
¥
=
& 60
Z g
1] | RADIUS ONEY REQUIRED . \\
S 40— 1 ,
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PERT, UF WATER RESCURCES
| BIV.SAFETY OF DAMS
Froem: Martin, Bill

Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2013 7:37 PM CWIAPR -5 PH 45
To: Olebe, Richard@DWR; Hatler, Charyce

Cc: Gentzler, Seth; Meyersohn, Daniel@DWR

Subject: Access Route lengths and intersections

Richard/Charyee,

Table 1 provides the length of each access route and the number of intersections along each route.
Access road lengths were calculated from GIS mapping of each of the routes: The original Tularcitos
route and the current proposed Tularcitos Route Options were measured with their intersection with
Carmel Valley Road as the starting point. Each of the Tularcites Routes includes the length of San
Clemente Drive through Sleepy Hollow in addition to the 0.15 mile distance along Carmel Valley Road
between the criginal Tularcitos Route.and San Clemente Drive. The'length of the Cachagua Route (via

Tassajara Road) was measured with entrance to the original Tularcitos Access Route as the starting

point.

All roads that intersected the routes were counted as intersections as per your email, with the
exception of short private driveways within the Sleepy Hollow development. For the Tularcitos Options,
intersections included were the new entrances off Carmel Valley Road and. where the Beceess routes
joined San Clemente Drive past the CAW gate. The original route added the two J,unct;ons.,be.tween the -
fow-and high roads, where they split below the darm‘and where they come together again at the dam,

- Each of these routes also included the San Clemente Drive-entrance to Sleepy Hollow and two named
" “streets, Lisrore Lane and Sleepy Hollow Drive within the development.

For the Cachagua route; there were fournamed -r-dadWays along Carmel Valley Road (San Clemerite
Drive, Cachagua, a “County Road” , and Tassajara). Along Tassajara/Cachagua portion of the route,
‘hamed rbadsénciﬁdgd the T_E_issajafa/CachagUa split, Cosat Road,‘Tramp‘a Canyori, Asoleado'Rd, Nasson
Rd, Ridgeback Rd, Via Cielo, and the Jeep Trail. -All others counted as intersections were unnamed
priva.te..roads?..most of-wi%ich appeared be‘,‘ based on the .ae‘rial views; jo n,g‘;privvate. \d'riveways;.to
properties set well.offthe road, v




Table 1. Access Routeé Lengths and Intersections

Route

Length {miles).

. Number of intersections*

Original Tularcitos Access Route

{includes Low and High Roads and portionof

San Clemente Drive through Sleepy Hollow)

57

“Tularcitos Option 1

{includes High Road and partion.of San
Clemente Drive through'Sleepy Hollow)

PRl

Tularcitos Option 2 "

{includes High Road and porticn.of San
Clemente Drive through Sleepy Hollow)

4.7

Cachagua Rougfe

{Carmel Valley Roat/Tassajara

‘Road/Cathagua Réa’d/deepﬁ';aii—v'réiaﬂ'\iéito g

Tularcitos Access Route Entrance}

204

53ess

* a5 discernible from Google Earth -

**Tylarcitos Dption 1 would reduce the travel by.0.4:mile on Carmel ‘Vél'iey‘Rqé.d'rélative tothe:more
gastern entraﬁcés, but would addthe same 0.4 mile to"&jeh'i_éié's,'travéling,-'t‘ci:‘S’an;Cfeménte Drive.
***Includes 12 named roads (inc. theJdeep Trail} and 41 unnamed private r:aad_s/‘drfivewaysb

| wilii be in cm Mondavlfyou would like to.discbus_s.

Bill Martin

URS Corporation

1333 Broadway; Suite 800
Qakland, CA 94612 -
(510) 874-3020
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List of Actonyms

ADT Avetage Daily Traffic

CAW California American Water
| CRRDR  Carmel River Reroute and Dam Removal
CVEP  Catmel Valley Filter Plant

dB decibels

dBA . decibel — A-Weighted .
- DNL . day-night sound level.
EIR. Env'i.-romﬁental_ Itpact Report
EIS. Environmental Inipact Statement
L. percentile-exceeded sound level.
dayamght sound lev’él' :
L . cquivalentsousdlevel

I

- giax

maximum sound leyel
L minimum sound level

IT-X L()‘n_g—Tetm r‘h‘é'r_i's.uj:émcnt‘glbcdﬁoa
RX  Modeled Rcce.m location
SCC _ StatchstaI quécn*ﬁncy B

SLM: ‘sound level meter




1.0 Introduction

An Environimental Tmpact chc>1t/ Statement CEIR/EI‘S) was ptepated for the San Clemente Dam
Seistmic Safety Project, located in Carmel Valley, which is an unmcmpomted atea of Monterey
County, California, The EIR/EIS. evaluated envitonmental noise exposute during construction
activities. Modified constmiction access alternatives ate being considered for Alternative 3, the
Carmel River Retoute and San Clemente Dam Removal: Construction access for Alternative 3 is
now proposed via the Tularcitos Access Route that was -previously desciibed as part of the
Proponeant’s Proposed Alternative in the final ETR/EIS. Minor modifications have been imade to
the construction access route since certification of the Final EIR. There ate now two access toute
alternatives (Option 1 and Option 2) for the modified Tularcitos Access Route proposed for
construction of Altc.maﬂw, 3 Thc Option 1 and 2 alignments are deplcted in I‘mmc L

Option 1 would begm at Carmel Valley Road approximately 3,200 feet west of San Clemente Dtive

although the. final connection point-to Carmel Valley Road may be tefined to be anywhere bétween

1,100 and 3,200 feet west of San Clemente Drive. Option 1 would tequire the constructon of a:
permanent bridge in ‘ofder to cross Tulatcitos Creek. The proposed toad from the bridge would

connect with the existing Carmel Valley Filter Plant ((“VEP) access toad. Once the access toad

teaches the C VEP, the Option 1 alignment would continue south on the existing Pipeline Access

Road and cotinect with the private California Ametican Water (CAW) access toad whete it will run
south and cast until it intersects with the High. Ro'xd neat the. emstmg concuztc foxd ovet the Caimel

River.

;Opnon 2 would begin at Carmel Va}ley Road qppioxxmately 800 feet west of San Clemente Drive:
A petmanent blldgc would be constructed in order fo ctoss Tularcitos:Creek. "The proposed road
from the bridge: would also connect with the emsung ‘CVFP access road. Once the access road

reach the CVI' P, the Option 2 alignihent would continue south-on the existing paved road uatil it
reaches the CAW gate. PFrom. thc CAW gate, the Opton 2 alighment would ron south and east
along San Clemente Dnve untﬂ it mtmsccts W1Lh the High Road:neat the existing concrete ford over

“the: Caimd Rlvcl

"“The putpose of this Supplemental Noise Analysm is to analyze noise exposure and potential noise-

imipacts genetated by Project pealeconstruction traffic along the Option 1 and 2 alignments.

2.0 Fundamentals of Acoustics

Noise is defined as unwanted sound. Sound levels-are measuted on a logatithimic scale in decibels
(dB). The most common desctiptor of sound atid noise associated with community noise
measutements is. the A-weighted sound pressure level (dBA) It is defined as the sound pressure
level in decibels as measured on a sound meter using the A-weighting filter network, The
A-Welghtcd frequency filter de-emphasizes the very low and very thh fjcqucncy components of
sound in 4 mannet that simulates the frequency tesponse of human heating, and coxrelates well with
people’s group reactions to sound and environmental noise. All sound levels in this report are
A-weiglited. A-weighted sotind pressute levels of typical soutces of noise are shown in Table 1.

The ambient sound level is the existing sound level resulting from npatural and mechanical sources
and human activity considered normally present in a particular area. The ambient noise level is

State Coastal Coriservancy’ ’ X Carmel River Reroute and San Clemente
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composed of the cumulative sum of all noise soutces, both neat and far. ‘The background noise
level generally describes the mixture of indis r.tngutshahle sounds from many soutces without any one
dominating sound. Itis the noise level that exists in the absence of identifiable, sporadic, individual
noise-events such.as those caused by individual automobile pass-bys, aircraft overflights, intermittent
dog barking, etc.

Humans ate better able to perceive changes in noisé level than determining absolute noise levels.
Potential tesponses of petsons to changes in the noise environment ate usually assessed by
evaluating differences between the existing and total predicted future noise environments. The
following relationships of perception and response to quantifiable noise changes ate used as a basis
for assessing potential effects of these changes in environmental noise level:

® 'E*(c'ept ina cafc—:ﬁllly controlled ;iabo,ratoLy"eo‘,ﬂ.ditidr_i, 2 change of 1 dBA is very difficult to -
peLcere :
¢ Inthe outﬂde environment, a 3 dBA ch’mge s consideled Just pcicepnblc

e Anincrease of 5 dBA is. consldcxed readily pcnccpnblc and Wou] d generally result id a change
in: comunuity Lesp(mse

® A 10 dBA increase is perceived as- 4 doubling 1 in 1oudness and would hkcly result in-a
Widesplead commumty resposnse:

“Table 1. ‘Sound .Levels of ‘Typ:i_c-a’l ‘Nd‘is}é Séllj.;‘.Ce.S“ and Noise Environments

| Commercial }et Take-off (200 f1.) 120 : Threshold of Pam
| Pile Briver {50 ft.) E] 110 . ):
| Ambulance Siren (100t,) ’ 100 Verytoud .~
| Newspaper Press (5 ft) ' ' ’
Power Lawn Mower (3t

1 Motoreyele: (25t : J .90
‘Propeller Plane Flyover {1000 £t} .
Diese| Truck, 40 mph (50ft)

Garbage Disposal {3t:) 80 High Urban Ambierit
: Sound
| Passenger Car, 65 mph.{25t). . 70 Moderately Loud
‘| 'Vacuum Cléaner {10 t.) ' ol ’
Normal Conversation {5 ft 60
‘| Air Conditioning Unit: (1004t}
1 Light Traffic {100 ) 50
Bird Calls {distant) - § AR (s Lower Limit of Urban
. C .| Ambient Sound
Soft. Whisper (5 t.) < ' 30 . ‘
T Vo200 | Very Quiet

Souree: ‘Compiled by URS Corporation.
Because of the logarithmic natute of the dB unit, sound levels cannot be added or subtracted directly
and ate somewhat cumbetsome to handle mathematically. However, some simple rules are uscfulin
dealing with sound levels. First, if a sound’s intensity is doubled, the sound level increases by 3 dB,.

State Coastal ,Conservancy -2 Caxmel River Reroute and San Clemente
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regardless of the initial sound level. For C..\"lﬂ'.\ple 60-dB + 60 dB = 63dB, and 80dB + 80dB =
83 dB. However, it requires about a 10 dB increase to double the perceived intensity of a'sound.

Because environmental noise varies with time, it is beneficial to define cettain measurement terms
that are used to characterize this fluctuating quantity. The energy-average level overa specific petiod-
is defined as the Equivalent Sound Level. The Equivalent Sound Level (L) is the sound pressure
level over a time interval that is equivalent to a petfectly constant sound pressure level containing
the same acoustic energy over the same interval. Thus, L, includes all spotadic or tiansient events
occurting during the given event. '

In addition to the I, metric, the statistical distribution of measuted sound levels is used to describe
the range of noise levels measured-duting a given period. This mettic is presented as Ly which is
the sound lovel ‘exceeded N percentof the time duting a given measurement interval. For example,
Ly (in dBA) is the sound level exceeded 10 percent of the tinie and this Ievel is commc)nij used to
répresent the peak noise levels of the measurement. Ty, is the sound level that is exceeded 50
percent of the time and represents the median sound level T, is the sound level exceeded 90
petcent of the time and this level tepresents the backgxound nmsc.levels of the measuremerit,

‘Other descuptmq of noise: are also. commonly used to ldﬁﬁtlfy noise/land use compatibility
gmdehnes and assist in the prediction of commumty reaction to adverse effects of envitotimental
noise, including nafﬁ&genemted and industrial noise. These descriptots include the Day-Night
Noise Level (DNL ot Ly); in California, the Community Noise Fqunm]ent Level (CNEL) desciiptor
is used. The maximum A~We1ghted noise level tecorded for a smglc event is defined as L, .. Bach.of
these descriptors uses uiits of dBA. Both Ty, and CNEL noise metrics represent 24-hout pt:nods
and both apply a time-weighted factor designed to- penahze noise events that -occur during evening
or mghtnmc hours, when telaxation and sleep disturbance is of more concesn. The time-weighting
adds.a 10 dBA penalty to the hourly L, noise levels from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a:m. {nighttime period)
anda 5.dBA penalty from 7:00 pm. to 10:00 pin. (evening peuod) For CNEL, daytime is defined
as the time between 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 pim.; and for Ty, daytime is defined as the time between 7:00.
" am; to 10:00 p:m. The use'of either the CNEL orL,, noise méttics are mandated by state guidelines
for noise/land use compatibility planaing puLposcs (Stﬂte of California, General Plan Guidelines,
Noveriber 1990) and are the predominant metrics used by local governments to describe nolsc
environments V\Tithm their jurisdictions.

3.0 Local Regulatory Setting

Mounterey County’s Noise Control Code states, “No person shall, within the umncoxpomted limits
of the County of Moanterey, operate any- m'lchme mechanism, device, of contrivance which
produces a noise level exceeding 85 dBA measured fifty feet therefrom”, but goes on to say “The
pLolubmon in this Section shall not apply to aircraft nor to any such machmc mechamsm dﬁwce or
contrivance which is operated it excess of 2,500 feet from any occupied dwelling unit.” Noise-
sensitive receivers located further than 2,500 feet away from proposed construction activities will
not be subject to the noise standard found in the County-of Monterey Noise Control Code.

State Coastal Consef\:/_a,n‘c}y o ) 3 ‘ Carmel River Reroute and San Clemente
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4.0 Environmental Setting

The cxisting noise envitonment was quantified by a noise measurement sutvey conducted Januaty 15
and 16, 2013 at noise-sensitive receivers located neat the Tulatcitos Access Route. Ambient noise
measurements wete conducted at two locations within the Sleepy Hollos community, one location
in the Lios Tulares community along Vista Verde, and one location in Stonepine Estates. These
locations ate shown in Tigute 1. The purpose of the measurerents was to quantify noise exposure
in the project environs, with cmph%is on locatons of noise-sensitive receivers thatmay beimpacted
by material deliveries and construction wotker tips utilizing the Tularcitos Access Route. Long-term
(’74 -houf) measurements were conducted at-each of the four measurement locations. Duting the
nmse measurements, thc tcmperatuie was neat’ 32° F').hrenbelt \vlth lEkILWC hurmdlty at 43 pe.Lcent

o p’liﬂy cloudy thioughout the enﬂic noise me’mmcmcnt pcuod Ihese Weathel COildlthI_lS were:
optimurn for obtaining accutate noise measurements.
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Figure 1. Ambient Noise Measurement Locations
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The sound level meters (SLMs) were placed in key locations that tepresented the ambient noise
levels at nearby noise-sensitive receivegs. All sound level meters were configured to measure dBA
noise levels at the slow meter response setting. The calibration of each meter was verified in the
field before and after each measutement period. Certificates .of certification for the ambient noise
survey (.qulpmcnt and ficld measurément data sheets ate in Appendices A and B, respectively.
Ambient noise levels for the noise measurement sites ate plesented below.

LT-1. The noise-sensitive Leceivcl located at LT-1 is a single-family home located on Lot 10 within
the Sleepy Hollow community. Lot 10 is located in the northwest portion of the Sleepy Hollow
community along San Clemente Drive, The SLM was placed in a metal utility box, affixed to a tree
located in the backyard of Lot 10, and positioned at an elevation of five feet above existing ground
sutface. Table 2 lists the houtly results of the 24-hour ambient noise sutvey conducted at site TT-1.

The average d'lytune ambient noise level (L) Was 39.8 dBA and houtly L, noise levels tanged from
36.9 to 43.8 dBA. "The average evening ¢ 'unbient noise level (L) was 36 dBA and houtly L, noise
Jevels ranged from 35.3 t6 36.9 dBA. The average nighttime ambient noisé level (T, was 33.7 dBA
and houtly L, noise levels tanged-from 33 to-35.1 dBA. The CNEL over the 24-hour measurement

eg

period was 41.8 dBA.

Table 2. Amblent Noise Level Measuiement at LT 1 (dBA)

@ﬁfﬁfgﬁa;ﬁ;} - Leq_, | Lmex L-m ~-=_L'so‘ "’_Lsn le;n
1/15/2018 10:00 - - 395 660 425 . 857 . 832 . 317 - -
1/15/209311:00 - 874 - 478 - 39.3+ 359 . - 342 327
1/15/201312:00 .~ 395 . 512 414 - 388 364 34.3
1115/2013 13:00 - 383 . 472 397 87.8 . . 364 35.1
1/45/201314:00 - 3.8 490 415 392 376 355
1/15/201315:00 410 . 539 429 . 400 382 . 360
4/15/2013 16:00 - - - 40.1 542 4255 387, 37.3 35,7
1/15/2013 17:00 - “R95- - 468 409 392 379 - 367
1M5/201318:00 ~ . 369 ~ 427 - 381 ~ 366 ° 356 - 341
1/15/201319:00 - 369 494 380 36.4 352 344
1/15/201320:00 . 356 404 369 .. 354 342 . 331
1152013 21:00 . 353 405 36.3 351 . 341 329
1/15/201322:00 34.8 45.2 358 344 328 322
1/15/201323:00 33.7 38.4 34,3 337 33.0 322
1M6/2013°0:00 331 353 338 332 320 30.9
1/16/2013 1:00 33.0 36.1 344 - 827 318 31.1
1/16/2013 2:00 332 387 345 . 329 - 319 313
11612013 3:00 33.1 362 339 - 331 32.0 31.2
1/16/2013 4:00- . 335 352 34.0 33.4 33.0 324
1/16/2013 5:00 335 39.9 344 33.2 32.5 31.5

. 1/16/2013 6:00 35.1 49.5 36.2 347 33.4 32,7
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(?_ia;: r?gfa:tlig};) Leg Lmax _ Lio Lso Ly Lomin

1/16/2013 7:00 388 513 403 36.5 - 34.8 32.8

1/16/2013 8:00 38.9 57.1 40,2 37.1 354 34.2

1/16/2013 9:00 43,8 64.2 44.6. 36.9 35.1 33.8
Source: URS Corporation, 2013.

Naotes:
Measurements conducted-on January 15-and 16,2013, Measurement Logation; N 36° 27° 30:0", W 121°42' 426"
24:hourLyy= 37.9:0BA; ONEL = 41.8 dBA; Daytime L.q = 39.8 dBA; Evening L., = 36.0 dBA; nghlhme Leg=33.7dBA -

Key:

dBA= A-welghted decibel Lo = sound jevel exceeded 10% of the tirne
Leq = equivalent sotnd jevel Lsp = sound level exceeded 50% of the time
CNEL = Commuriity Noise Equivalént Levet Lgo = sound level exceeded 30% of the time
Linet = Maximum sound 1evel Lown = noinimung-sound level

LT-2: The SLM at LT-2was located across the street from 2 single-family home located-on Lot 1
within the Sleepy Hollow comthunity. Lot is located in the southern portion of the Sleepy Hollow
community along San Clemente: Drive. The SLM was placed in a metalutility box, affixed:to a chain
link fence, and positioned atan elevation of five feet above existing ground sutface. Table 3 lists the
results of the 24-hour ambient noise survey conducted at site LI-2." The average daytime: ambient
noise level (L) was 45 dBA ard houtly L, noise levels ranged from 37.2 to 54.4.dBA. The avetage
eyening ambient noise level (L) was 389 dBA and houtly L, noise levels ranged from 38,7 to 39.2
 dBA. The avetage nighttime ambient noise level (L) was 38 8 dBA 4nd houdy L noise levels
ranged. from 38.5to 39.6 dBA. "The: CN]:,L over the: 24 hour measurement petiod was 46 7dBA.

‘Table 3. Amblent Noise Level Measutement at LT-2 (dBA)

poadtme | [ L | e | e | e
1/15/2013 10:00 '39.3 . 485 388 - 390 384 378
1/15/201311:00 544 857 40.5 378. 374 362
1/15/201312:00 37.2 438 384  3B3 36.1 358
1115/201313:000 422 = 702 389 - 374 366 - 358
1/15/2013 14:00 .. 388 568 '38.5 37.4 367 - 380
1715/2013 15:00 39.7 538 41.3 38.8 37.5 36.8
1/15/201316:00 © 394 538 405 384 376 37.1
1/15/201317:00 .38.7 414 39.1 38.6 38.3 38.1
171512013 18:00 38.7 533 38.8 38.3 38.1 37.8
1/15/2013 19:00 39.2 549 38.8 38.3 379 3786
1/15/2013 20:00 387 413 39.2 38:6 382 37.7
~ 1/15/2013 21:00 387 . 522 39:0 38.5 381 = 377
1/45/2013 22:00 39.6 60.7 39.0 386 38.2 37.6
1115/2013 23:00 38.6 40.0 39.0 386 382 378
1116/2013 0:00 38.5 39,5 388 385" 38.1 376
116/20131:00 = 38.6 40,0 39.0 386 38.3 37.8
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Date and Time

(Hour-Starting) bag | Lmax _L“? Lso Lgo Lain
1/16/2013 2:00 388 396 389 38.6 38.2 37.7
1/16/2013 3:00 38.6 402 390.0 38.6 383 37.7
“1716/2013 4:00 38.7 39:9 39.0- 387 38.3 38.0
1/16/2013 5:00 38.9 55.7 39:0 38.6 38.3 37.8
1/16/2013 6:00 38.9 40.2 393 . 388 38.5 381
1/16/2013 7:00 40.5 57.0 40,6 39.1 38.6 38.0
1/16/2013-8:00 39.6 49.3 40.3 383 B8.7 38.0
“1/16/2013 9:00 41.8 ,57:9 4(}..\8 39,6 39.0 382
Source!. URS Comorahon. 2013. o h

Notes:
Measurements-conducted on January 15 and 16, 2018, Measurement Location: N 367 27 05.8", W 121° 42 57,8
24-four Leg = 42.9dBA; CNEL = 467 dBA; Daylime Ly, = 45,0 clBA Evening Leg= 38.9 dBA; nghmme Leq=88.8 dBA.

Key:

UBA =A- wexghted declbei Lyg:=solind {evel exceeded 10% of the time
Leq = equivalent sound level Lso=soundfevel exceeded 50% of the fime
GNEL = Commuinily Noise Equakem Level . Leg = Sotind level exceeded 90% of the lime
Lmay = maximum: sound level L = minimum sound level

LT-3: The SLI\I at LT-3 was located in the bac.kyaLd of the single-famiily home located at 220 Vista
Verde within the Los "lul'uea coramunity ‘that is located north of Carmel Valley Road. The SLM
was placed in a metal udlity biox, affixed to a woeden ferice post in the backyard, and positioned at
a1 elevation of five feet above existing giound surface. Table 4 lists the results of the 24-hour
ambient noise survey conducted at site LT3, The average .daytime anibient noise level (L) was
45.4 dBA and houtly L, noise levels ranged from 42:2'to 46.8'dBA. The average evening ambient
noise level (L) was 42. 5 dBA and houtly Lo noise levels ranged from 42.2 to 43 dBA. Theaverage
nighttime ambient noise level (L) was 41.3 dBA and houtly L, noise levels tanged from 40.4 1o 44
:dBA The CNEL over the 24 -11our measuterent petiod was 48 7 dBA.

"I'abl‘é»?l. Ambient N oise Lével Measutement at LT3 (dBA) ‘

1/45/2013 11:00 4486 619 46.4 39.8 37.6 36.1
1115/2013.12:00 43.9 59.0 47.3 404. 378 35.8
1M5/201313:00 - . 422 549 454 '39.3 3rs 35,7
1715/2013 14:00 48,3 58,5 50.0 43.8 39.4 36.8
1/15/201315:00 451 588 49.0 42,2 38.5 366
1/15/2013 16:00 48.1 592 . 502 4341 38.6 36:3
1/15/2013 17:00 458 572 49.9 425 398 375
1115/2013 18:00 452 80T 487 422 40.1 38:9
1/15/2013 19:00: 430 542 458 405 39.5 38.7
1/45/2013 20:00 424 57.5 443 403 39.5 38.8
1/15/2018 21:00 422 57.4 437 40.3 39.7 389
1/15/2013 22:00 413 55,7 422 40,1 39.1 382
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Date and Time Leg L max Lo Lso Lop Lin

{Hour-Stariing) _

1/15/2013 23:00 406 50.7 416 403 .39.4 38.2
1/16/2013 0:00 40.4 49.5 413 40.1 39.4 38.4
1/16/2013 1;00 406 48,2 41,9 40.2 39.3 38.4
1/16/2013 2:00 40.6 48.9 422 40.2 39.3 38.3
1/16/2013 3:00 40.6 46.8 41.7 40.3 39,4 38.5
171612013 4:00 40.5 49.4 416 40:1 39.3 38,6
11162013 5:00 415 56.8 421 405 39.5 38.5
1/16/2013 6:00 440 . 56.3 46.7 41,5 402 39.2
111612013 7:00 488 85.7 49.8 442 41.3 402

1/16/20138:00 466 654 492 437 40.9 39.2

1/16/20139:00 450 802 . 478 422 39.7 38.3

1/16/201310:00 44.7 63.0 - 472 42.3. 396 38.2
Source: URS Gorporation, 2013

Notes; N
Measurements condicted on.January 15and 16, 2013, Measurement Location: N 38° 277487, W 121" 42 37.3."
24-hour Leg=43.9 dBA CNEL= 48,7 AdBA; DaylimeiL., =454 dBA ‘Evéning Ly = 42.5 dBA; nghmme Leq=41.3 dBA

- Key:
dBA= A-weighled decibe Lo = sound-evél exceeded 10% »of the time.
Leq = equivelent sound fevet Lso=sound leve! exceeded 50% of the lime
‘GNEL = Communily Noise Equivalent Leval Lo =sound.evel exceeded 80% of the. lime:
Lok = maxumum sound level ) Luin = minimurm soimd Jevel

LT-4: The SLM at LT-4 was located in the b’tckyaid of. the guest house located. \Vlﬂl‘ln the
Stonepine Hstates: The SLM was placed in a:metal utility box, affixed to a wooden fence. post in the
backyard, and positioned at an- elevation of five feet above existing ground surface. Table 4 lists the
results of the 24-hour ambient noise survey conducted at site L1-4. The average daytime ambient.
noise level (Lq) was 41.7 dBA and houtly Leq noise levels ranged from 40.2 to 43.5 dBA.. The
average evening ambient noise level @q) was 40.8 dBA and hourly Leq noise levels Janguﬂ from
407 to 40.8 dBA. The average nighttime ambient noise level (L,,) was 40.2 dBA and houtly Teg
- noise levels ranged from 40 to 40. 6 dBA. The CNEL over the 24-hour measurement period was

: 47 1dBA.
Tdable 5. Aibient Noise Level Measureinent at LT-4:(dBA)
Date and Time , g ? : - o
(H ou-r_starting) Leq -Lmax ; Lm L.50 ! LQO -Lmln .
1715/201311:00 42 538 41.1 39:5  39.0 385
1/15/2013 12:00 402 . 505 411 . 399 38.2 38.5
1/15/2013 13:00 41.0 59.0 41,5 40:5 39.8 39.1
114512013 14:00 42.0 60.8 427 411 40.2 39.4
1/15/2013 15:00 422 575 434 418 40.5 39.5
1/15/2013 16:00 418 57.8 43.7 409 401 39.3
1/15/2013 17:00 417 452 425 418 40.8 40,2
1/15/2013 18:00 40.9 434 41.4 407 40.3 39.9
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and Ti
Date-an !me Leq Lmax ‘ Ly Lsp Lo Liin

{Hour-Starting)
1115/2013 19:00 40.8 46,6 412 40.8 403 39.9
1/15/2013 20:00 40.8 47.6 412 40.8 40.4 40.0
1715/2013.21:00 40.7 43,0 414 406 40.2 39.8
1/15/2013.22:00 40.6 45,3 41.1 40.4 39.9 39.7
1/115/2013.23:00 402 52,6 404 401 397 39.4
1/16/2013 0:00 40.0 40,7 403 399 39.6 39.3
1/16/2013 1:00 40.0 41.1 40.3 39.9 396 39.3
1/16/2013 2:00 40,0 41,0 40.4 39.9 3986 39.3
116/20133:00 400 4008 404 40 39.7 39.4
1/16/2013 4:00 40.2 414 408 402 398 39.6
1/16/2013 5:00 o404 M3 404 4041 398 39.5
116/20136:00 ~ - 408 = 464 41.3 40.4 40.0 39.4
11642013 7:00 435 67.7 434 4.2 40.4 40.0
1/16/2013 8:00 42.0 B35 426 408 . 401 39.4
1/16/2013 9:00 42.0 578 46 - 40 39.4 '38.8
11161201310:00 414 57.7' 42,1 40.4 39.4 38.5
“Bource; URS Corporation, 2013; k

Notes; ' )
Measurements conducted on January 15, and 18,2013, Measurement Location;. N age27 35 9’ W 124° 49 52. 6.
24-hour. Le;, = 41 J1.dBA; CNEL = 47 1 dBA; Daylime Leg = 41 7'dBA; EveningLey= 40,8 dBA nghttlme L.,_q =40.2 dBA

Key:

dBA = A-weighted dedibel - : Ly¢=sotnd Ievei exceeded: 10% of the: time.
Leq = equivatent sound-level Lso = sotind level exceeded 50% of theitime
“CNEL= Gommunity Noise Equivaleritievel Lgp-= sound level exceeded 80%:of the time
L = MiAXIMUM:Sound fevel. - " L = rainiimume sound [evel

5.0 Significance Thresholds - | |

Significance thresholds for noise are based o the petceptible increase in CNEL at the ateas of
frequent use -on the propetties of noise-sensitive residendal land wses near the two ploposed
entrances and access routes associated with the Tularcitos Access Route for the Catimel River
Reroute and San Clemente Dam Removal Project. Noise irapacts have the poténtial to be generated
by trucks associated with material deliveties in addition to consttuction wotkets utilizing the
Tulatcitos Access Route.

“Changes in a noise level of less than 3 decibels A-weighted (dBA) are not typically noticed by the
human eat, Some individuals who ate extremely sensitive to changes in noise may notice changes
from 3 to 5 dBA. As increase of 5 dBA is consideted readily perceptible and would generally result
in a change in commumty response. Based on this information, a temporary ot petiodic increase in
the '\mblent noise level (CNEL) by 5 dBA or mote at areas of frequent human use duting
cofistiuction activities associated with the utilization of the Tularcitos Access Route would tesultin a:
significaiit impact. It:should be noted that because the CNEL is 424-hout average noise level, the 5
dBA ctiterion is not applicable to single vehicle pass-bys.
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The measured ambient noise levels are applied to modeled noise-sensitive, receivers whete theie are
arcas of frequent human use in order to analyze potential noise impacts due to the utilization of
Options 1 and 2 for the Tulazcitos Access Route. Table 6 summarizes the significance thresholds at
each of the noise-sensitive receivers whete ambient noise measurements were conducted. The
existing CNEL, applicable modeled noise-sensitive receivets, significance threshold (exlstmg CNEL
+5 dBA) and Project construction traffic noise significance threshold at cach noise-sensitive
receiver ate listed. bigure 2 fllustrates the loc'ltlons of all ambient nolse measurement locatlons and
modeled nmse—sensmvc receivers.

' '{I‘_ab’le 6. Significance Thresholds (dBA)

_ - : o i Project
. = | - Applicabie Significance , "
Ambient | ‘Modeled Noise- | ... .. . Threshold - Construction .
g A e Existing Traffic Noise
Noise Sensifive (Exsstmg +Project s
, % B CNEL Significance
Measurement | .- ‘Receivers — o n: -Construction o :
i (dBA} et e Threshold at
Location Area of Frequent Traffic Noise) Receiver (CNEL
- Human Use (CNEL dBA) Dl '
: dBA}
4T - R-1a, R1b 41.8 46.8 451
LT2 COR2 467 . 517 50.0 -
LT3 R-3a,.R-3b. 48.7 53T - 52.0
LT . R4 47.1 CB2A L 504
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Figuie 2. Ambient Noise Measurement Locations

and Modeled Noise-Sensitive Receivers

State Coastal Conservancy 12

-Carmel River Reroute and San Clemente

Dam Removal Project
February 2013




6.0 Construction Traffic Noise Model

"The existing and Project construction traffic noisc levels were calculated using the Federal Highway
Admninistration Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FITWA RD-77-108). The imodel is based
on the Calveno teference noise factots for automobiles, medinm trucks, and heavy trucks — with
consideration given to vehicle volurme, speed, roadway configuration, distance to the receiver, and
the acoustical chatacteristics of the area. Soft site conditions are assumed in the:model. The model
was developed to predict houdy I, values for fice-flowing traffic conditions. The day/night
distribution of traffic is factored into the model calculations to-assess noise exposure in terms of
CNEL (Commuaity Noise Equivalent Level) or L, (day-night average sound level). The CNEL
metric is the standard noise metiic used in California in order to identify potential noisc impacts
caused by increases in traffic over the course of a 24-hour period. Table 7 lists the construction
traffic summary duting the peak month when Project consttuction traffic utilizing the Tularcitos
Access Route will be at its highest volume and generating the highest noise levels. The peak month
will occur in June of 2014 and this month will be used as the worst-case scenafio for the noise
model. The daily petsonnel tips, daily material (single hauler) trips, and daily material and
mobilization/demobilization {(trailet) trips are listed in the table as.roundtips and Average Daily
Traffic (ADT) volumes. All Project construction traffic’ trips are assumed to be occurting during
daytime houts (7:00 AM to 7:00 PM). Project construction traffic is:assumed to travel at 15 mph
along both options for the: Tularcitos ACCCSb Route. g ,

Table 7. Pidject Peak.Con‘stfuctio:n ADT dlong 'Tﬁ’la‘r‘éi:itp‘s- Access Route and
Carmel 'Val.idy 'Koad.z ,

Project Construction Traffic Type 'Ro‘undtr‘ips'; ‘ i?rég,ect'»i%q?tructmn‘
Daily Personnel Trips 20 ' 40
Daily Mat' - Single Hauler Unit Trips 12 24
Daily Mat't & Mob/Demob - Trailer Trips 2 .4

The cstimated CNEL values that would be genetated by Preject construction traffic trips along the
Trilarcitos Access Route for Optlons 1'and 2, in addition to Catinel Valley Road, were compared to:
the CNEL values genemted by existing tratﬁc conditions to determine the change in CNEL at
neatby noise-sensitive receivers, For both-Options 1.and 2, it is assumed that theie are no cmstmg
ADTs along the proposed Tularcitos Access Route. Fot thlb traffic noise analysis, a change in the
CNEL of 5 dBA -or mote is considered a significant impact. “The noise levels genexated by Project
construction traffic trips cannot exceed the significance thresholds at the modeled noise-sensitive
receivers listed in Table 6.

Due to the rural nature of the environs surrounding the Tularcitos Access Route, additional noise
aml} sis and modeling was conducted in otder to quaniify the short-term, intermittent increases in.
noise at ateas of frequent hutnan use as the trucks and passenger vehicles pass neatby, The L

values generaLcd by the trucks and passenger vehicles were compared to the avetage daytime I,
values in order to quantify the potential noise increases at cach modeled receiver location. These
potential noise increases will only be audible as the vehicles travel along the Option 1 and 2
alignments and near the modeled receivers and will dissipate quickly.
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7.0 Project Construction Traffic Noise

Noise generated by Project construction traffic trips along Options 1 and 2 for the Tularcitos Access
Route are modeled at areas of frequent human use near the two proposed routes. The CNEL values
found in Table 6 are applied to the ateas of frequent human use at noise-sensitive receivers located
near the four long-term measurement locations. The 68 trips (round trips for 20 cars and 14 single
haulet units/trailers) were input into the noise model along Option 1 and Option 2 in otder to
model the potential increase in noise caused by Project peak construction taffic. This peak month
construction traffic occuts at similar levels for orly fout months of the 3~yea1 consttuction schedule.
The avetage number of trucks per day over the period when construction is occurting (ie. excluding
the winter periods when there -are zero ttuck trps) is 3 trucks per day. Tables 8 and 9 list the
modeled receiver, distance to the Tuldrcitos Access Route, measured existing CNEL at the teceiver,

imodeled CNEL at the seceivers due to Project construction traffic along the Tularcitos Access
Route, the measured Plus miodeled CNEL at each receiver, and the change in CNEL.due to the

unplementatlon of each Optlon for the Tulatcitos Access Route, fespectively. The increase in:
CNEL at each noise-sensitive receéiver due to the introduction of Pioject peak construction traffic
along both Options 1 and 2 for the Tularcitos Access Route will be less than 5 dBA.

A typical diesel truck passby generates.a noise level of up to 85 dBA Lmax at 2 distance of 50 feet
and a typical passenger vehicle passby genctates-a noise level of up to 65 dBA Limax ata-distance of

50 feet. Due to the relatively low ambient noise level conditions near the proposed Tularcitos
‘Access Route, tracks and passenger vehicles passing by homes locited near the Opuon 1and 2

qhgnments will be btiefly hoticedble as they pass neatby. ‘ot Opﬂon 1, T'ables 10 and 11 sumrmiarize
the noise levels that will be audible at each: modeled recéiver as the trucks and passenger vehicles,
1especnve1y pass by the ateas of frequent human vse. For Opttoﬁ 2, 'T'ables 12 and 13 summarize
the noise levels that will be audible at each modeled receiver as the trucks and passenger vehicles,
1especﬁ\"el) pass ‘by the areas of frequent human use. There’ will be short-term, mlelmluent

 increases in noise levels at most of the areas of frequerit humarn use 4s the trucks and passenget:

vehicles travel along the Option 1 and 2 alignments. These increases in noise will only be noticeable
as the trucks and passenger vehicles pass nearby and will quickly dissipate as the vehicles travel along -
the Tularcitos Access Route towatd the Project site,

As noted above, peak construction traffic of 11 to 14 trucks per day (équz‘tling 22 to 28 round trips)
oceurs for fout months of the 3-year construction-schedule. The average number of trucks per day
overthe: peuod when construction s occmung (i.e: excluding the winter periods when thete ate zero
truck tips) is 3 trucks per day, or6 tound ttips.
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Table 8. Change in CNEL Due to PI‘O]ECt Peak Construction Traffic along the Tulatcitos Access Route at

Modeled Receivers = Option 1

Arga of Frgquent fmiogzstti:fﬁ;::é% Measgfe‘d ‘ Opltvi'];r:‘ilngL ‘ M_eas’ured Exi$ting~ CNEL | Changein
Hum’an’Use 1 Rotite g Recéi\iér EX?stif\g QNEL at. at Recelver Plus Modeléd Option 1 CNEL
Modeled Recgiver ' (‘fee’t)» 'Regewer {dBA) ( dBA) »CNEL (dBA) (dBA)
R-1a. 540 41.8 29.8 42.1 0.3
R-1b 275 418 34,2 42,5 0.7
R-Z 340 46,7 32.8 46.9 0.2
R-3a 775 487 34.2 48.9 0.2
R-3b 1,140 48,7 24,9 48.7 0.0
R-4 700 47.1° 281 47.2 0.1

Table 9. Change in CNEL Due to Project Peak Construction Traffic along the Tulatcnos Access Route at

Modeled Receivers — Opuon 2

 Area of Freguent froioéii::i:s;?cc:ess : Measured | Dpl:;l::;lz?\!ﬂ Mga’sure‘d Existing CNEL | Changein
Human Use Houte to Receive‘f Exist_ing‘ CNEL at ‘a ¢ Receiver Plus Modeied} Option 2 CN_EL
- Modeled Receiver (Feet) T VR.e.c.é_irver {dBA) (dB A) CNEL {dBA]} (dBE)
Rla 160 418 377 43.2 1.4
R-1h 275 418 342 42.5 0.7
R-2 125 467 $39.3 47.4 0:7
R-3a - 1,440 48.7 23.4 48.7 0.0
‘R:3b 225 487 35.5 48.9 0.2
R-4 800 . 471 27.2 47.1 0.0
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Table 10. Shoit-Term Increase in Noise Levels at Modeled Receivers Due to

Tiucks Traveling along the Tularcitos Access Route — Option 1

Closest Short-Term
Area of . Measured Modeled Increasein
Distance from e . . .
Frequent . Existing Option 1 L, at Noise Level
L Option1 i
Human Use Daytimé L, | Receiver Due to | Above Existing
) Access Route . - ; « R
Modeled to Recaiver at Receiver Truclk Passby Daytime Lygas
Receiver (feet) ; {dBA) {dBA) Truck Passes
Nearby (dBA)
. R-1a 540 39:8 - 64.3 245
R-1b 275 '39.8 70.2 304
R-2. 340 - 450 - 68.3 23.3
R-3a 275 45.4 78:2 24.8
R-3b . 1,140 45.4 57.8 124
R-4 700 41.7 62.1 20.4

Table 11. Shoﬁf.ﬂéﬁﬁ Increase in Noise Levels at Modeled Receivers Due to
Passenger Vehicles Traveling along the Tularcitos Access Route — Option 1

. Nodeled Short-Term.
Area of‘ 1 »C_lose_st 1 Measured Option.1 Ly vinc‘rease n
- { Distancefrom | - s R ‘Noise Level
Frequent | . Existing at Receiver D ...

S ... -] Dptionl i . N Above Existing
Human Use | Daytime Leg Due to N
ST Access Route . v Daytime L.gas

fModéled - . .at Receiver Passenger

.. . 4 +toRecelver : b E s s ‘Passenger

Receivef | {dBA) | Vehicie'Passby | . .

TN {feet) , | (gsa) * | Vehicle Passés
: Nearby (dBA) -

R-la - 540 39.8 . 44.3 4.5

R-1b 275 39.8 502 104

R-2 340 45.0 483 33

R-33 275 454 50.2 4.8

R-3b 1,140 1 45.4. 37.8 0.0

R-4 700 41.7 421 0.4
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Table 12. Short-Term Increase in Noise Levels at Modeled Receivets Due to

Trucks Traveling along the Tularcitos Access Route — Option 2

! Closest _ ‘Short-Term
Area.of Distance from Measurad Modeled increase’in
Frequent Obtion 2 _ Existing ‘ Option 2 L. 8t Noise Level
Human Use ° p Daytime Loy | Receiver Dueto | Above Existing

. Access Route . ) .
Modeled +o Receiver -at Receiver Truck Passhy Daytime Ly, as
Receiver (feet) {dBA) {dBA) Truck Passes

' Nearby {dBA)
R-1a 160 39.8 74.9 35.1
R-1b 275 39.8 70.2 30.4
. R2 - 125 450 77.0 32.0
R-3a 1,440 454 55.8 10.4
R-3b 225 454 71.9 26.5
R-4 800 41,7 60.9 19.2

Table 13, Short-Tetm Increase in Noise Levels at Modeled ”Rece:ive_rs-’Due» to
Passenger Vehicles Traveling along the Tulatcitos Access Route — Option 2

c Clasest ' Modeled ?:;r:;zr::
A"e“‘ﬁ Aof , Distance:from Me?s'lfmd Dptaoaj Z,'I"‘"‘é" Nipise Level
Frequent. " Existing at Receiver : B e
T Option 2 e - Ahove Existing
Human Use : Daytime L, Pusto B
N Access Route N _ Daytime L.y as
Modeled . \ at Reeeiver Passenger:
e to Receiver e N Passenger
Receiver . {dBA}- .- | Vehicle Passby | . .
(feet) ‘ (dBA) Vehicle Passes
' Nearby{dBA)
R-1a 160 398 54.9 154
R-1b 275 39.8 50.2- 10.4
R-2 125 45.0 57.0 12.0
R-33 1,440 45.4 35.8 0.0
R-3b 225 45.4. 51.9- 6.5
R-4 800 417 40.9 0.0
State Coastal Conservancy i7
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Appendix A

Ceruﬁcation of Calibration for Ambient
Noise Survey Equipment
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SPCB AIEZOTRONICS

FCEB QROUP COMPANY

Certificate of Calibration and Conformance
Certificate Number 2011151007

instrument Model CAL200, Serial Number 2794, was calibrated on 02NOV2011. The instrument
_meels factory specifications per Procedure D0001.8190.

instrument found to bie in calibration as received; YES
‘Date Calibrated: 02NOV2011
Calibration duat 02NOV2013

Calibration Standards Used

MANUFAGTURER . MODEL . SERIAL NUMBER, INTERVAL _ CAL DUE THACEABILITY NO.,
Larson Davis S T 25ss _12584 U i Months T 2GNOVRGT L ITRES

PLE TSOIOIITEPE 1347 47 Wonihs | 0BDEG2011 3374488398
i Larspn Davis : 2900 0663 . ST Y Momhs L OBAPHI0TS 2011141857
Heateil Pockard T R AR T T S AGATOa5E 112 Months | 21AUGI0Z 1 $335364 I
Larson Davis o . OrtE TR enths. | O9SEP20YZ | D0t1-14eBas
Larson Davis S . { B 12 onths T OBSEPIBIZ T U 2011.143845
Larson Dovis ) WISI0G02201 ) 0111 1P blordhs  ; GOSEPRBIZ BMUNR1

Retetence Standsids areraceadls 1o the Nationaf lnstituta of Stanuards ang Téchroloy {NIST)

Calibration Environmental Conditions

Envirohmental test conditions as. shor wii on callbrahon report;
Afrmsaﬁone p

Tris Cerdificate pitests that this insgrurient -has boea calibrated undac the siated coridtions - With tmeuremun and Test Equipmeni (MATE)
“Standards tacesble To the LS, National Institute of Siandards and Technology (NISTY <Al of ihe Mensurement Slandards: nave beern calibrated to
their manufactuiars’ spacifiad-scourdcy J uncerainly. Evidanca of fracestdiy and dccutacy is.on fle al Prove Engingering & Manufactiting Ceater -
An acreptable geeuracy rabo- bebwesn the Standardis) and the dem c.'mb(meﬁi hu been: msintained. This instrurment meels or exceeds the
‘manufacturar’s pubibshed specification unloss noted,

Tnis calibation comphes ¥Ath the requiterments.of 1SO-17026:and ANSH 2540, “The. :uw’tn.o unceftainty. of the Measuremen: Standard used does
pof excend 25% of the applicable toleranes for each Chivaciedstic cahb;a&ed unlgss o*hewase ndled,

Tae results documented in 1hiz cartitionte reiale only to tha ilem(s) c:ubtaltd of testell, & oné yearcalteation (3 ecommarnged, howesor calioration.
irtarval assignment and adiustment ate the ras;mnsibi‘ssy of the and user. This cariifinate may not b mpmduca« excapt in full, withoul the vritlen
approval of the issuer,

Bolore: 114.0648, $3.054B, 1000 m @ s6a fove!
Afier. Referto Cerbficale of Measured Output

\t

Signed: = 55“35’ A
Technician: Scoh M ntgomery
- m . ' _ Page1of 1
Provo Enginesring and Manufaciuing Center; 1681 Weasl:B20 Norih, Provo, Utah 84601
Toli Free: 888.268.3222  Telephone; 716.926.8243  Fax: 716.826.8218
SO 9001-2008 Ceriified
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SPCB PFZOTRONCS
A PTD GHOUP COMPANY
Certificate of Calibration and Conformance
Cerlificate Number 2012-162320
Instriment Model 820, Serial Number 1470, was cafibrated on 06AUG2012. The instrument meets

factory specifications per Procedure DOC01.8160, ANSIS$1.4 1983, IEC 661-Type 11979, and
IEC 804-Type 1 1985,

instrument found to be in calibration as recelved: NO
Date Calibrated: 08AUG2012
Galibration due: DEAUG2013

Calibration Standards Used

SRIAL NUSBER . INTERVAL | CAL DUE TRACEABILITY NO.
b TV Months | LGSDECIOVE 4 2011-162462 |

Ca?itﬁrali’on- Environmental Condiions
Temperaiure; 24 Centigrade Relative Humidity: 31 %
Alﬁrmaiém;s

Tnie Cedificste Attests thal this nstiimont has' been: caitrated undoc the Stated conditions with Measutemsnt and Test Equipmend. (MATE)
Standards traceable 10 the U:S, National Instiuly of Standardy snd Technology (NIBT). Al of.the Measurement Standards fiave been calirated o
their anudactuters’ spatifed atoufagy ¢ theedainly. Evidence of tricaabifty and accuracy is on.fite at Prove Enginaenng & Manufacturing Conter
An acceptable .ascurscy ratio betyeen the Sterdmd(s) and the nem .calibraled has bres: waintainad,  This inslument okls o gxcecds the
-mangfacturers puthshed spaciicatiun uniess noted: . . ) o _

This calibration compbes withiha foquiveinents of ISO 17025 snd ANSIZ540. The collactive uncaralnty of thi Miasuremart Standard used dacs
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Technician: Nick Rasmussen
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Certificate of Calibration and Conformance
Certificate Nunber 2012-153626

Instrument Mode! 820, Serial Number 1528, was calibrated on 11JAN2012. The instrument meels
factory specifications per Procedure D0O001.8160, ANS! $1.4 1983, IEC 651-Type 1 1979, and
IEC 804-Type 1 1885,

Instrument found to be In calibration as recelverd: ND
Date Calibrated: 11JANZ2012
Calibration due: T1JAN2014
) Calibration Standards Used
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{Larson Davis i | EDSIIGN2708: §.0277 10100 LiZMontks | 2iMARZDIZ | zoii-iginag ¢

Roferencs Standards ate raceablo fothe Nationad Ingtitvte of Standards ang Toehnobygy (HIST)
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snel manutuciurers' spacifiad accuiney { ungirtalily, Evidence of traceabllity. and accuraty & an file a1-Provo Engiovaring & Manulacuring Center,
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not sxcaed 26% of (ns applicabic toferanta for ench ¢h it ; unifess oihonyisa ndled, . ; . :

Th resiitis dacumentad ia 5% certificsts raiate only for the lemis) calibrated or tested, A sne yoar calibiation is recommontied, howover calftiation
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. A8 RECEWVED" data unavaiiablo dueie unit fnllure:
“Tested with P RMSZB-?:'B)‘

Signed: /?d‘}‘l M

Technician: Ron Harris
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Certificate of Calibration and Conformance
Certificate Number 2011-151300

Instrument Model 820, Serial Number 1768, was calibrated -on 08NOV2011, The instrument meats
factory specifications per Procedure D001 8160, ANSI51.4 1983, IEC 651-Type 1 1979, and
IEC 804-Type 1 1985.

tnstriment found to be in callbration as recelved: YES
Date Cslibrated: 0BNOV20{1
Calibration dus: 6BNOV261{3

Calibration Standards Used
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Technician: Ron Hams
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Certificate of Calibration and Conformance
Certificale Number 2012-162318

instrument Mode! 820, Serial Number 1597, was calibrated on 16JUL2012, The instrument meets
factory specifications per -Procedure D0001.8160, ANSI-S1.4 1988, .IEC 651-Type 1 1879, .and
{EC 804-Type 1 1986.

Instrument found to bein calibration as recelved; YES
Date Calibrated:16JUL2012
Callbration duc; 16JUL2013
Calibration Standards Used
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“As Received” data is he ssmp as shippod data
Tasted wih PREDZE SN 2481 ’
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Technician: Nick Rasmussen
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Memorandum

@EPj. OF WATER RESCURCES
DIVUSAFETY OF DAMS

WIAPR =5 PH b 52

Date: February 5, 2013, revised April 5, 2013
To: File
From: Francesca Demgen, Jan Novak, and Katherine Dudney

Subject: Findings of the January 17 and Febrnary 13, 2013 jurisdictional waters assessments within
the Access Route Alternative Alignments of the Carmel River Reroute and San Clemente
Dam Removal Project, Monterey County, California

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This memorandum (memo) summarizes the findings of the water resource and wetland delineation surveys
conducted on alternative construction access road alignments for the Carmel River Reroute and San Clemente
Dam Removal (CRRDR) Project. The entrance road alignment alternatives were developed in response to public
comment. The field surveys identified water resource associated features at the West Entrance Option (West
1/West 2), the East Entrance Options (East 1 and East 2), the Sleepy Hollow Ford area and the previous entrance
location mapped on Figure 3-3.2 as the Proponents Proposed Project in the Carmel River Reroute and Dam
Removal project described in the 2008 Final Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement
CRRDR (Entrix 2008).

On January 17, 2013 URS scientists Jan Novak (Senior Soil Scientist, Professional Wetland Scientist) and
Katherine Dudney (Senior Ecologist) surveyed the area within the proposed new limits of work and evaluated
potential impacts to jurisdictional state and federal waters within the proposed alternative access alignments. The
riparian zone was delineated as part of this survey, even though it is not technically a “jurisdictional water”. A
subsequent survey for an additional alignment was performed by URS scientists Jan Novak, Keith Wright
{(Ecologist), and Anna Larson (Botanist) on February 13, 2013, Detailed tree data will be presented in a
subsequent, companion memorandum.

The purpose of this memerandum is to:

¢ Delineate all jurisdictional waters that are regnlated under Section 404 of the Clean Water -
Act (by the United States Army Corps of Engineers), Section 401 of the Clean Water Act and
the Porter Cologne Act (by the Regional Water Quality Control Board), and the California
Fish and Game Code — Section 1602 (by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife).

e Describe and map the survey results of the jurisdictional delineation, including wetlands,
other waters of the United States (by means of the Ordinary High Water Mark [OHWM]),
riparian habitat (edge of dripline), and the top of bank (TOB) boundaries.

e Update the wetland description presented in the Carmel River Reroute and Dam Removal
Project Environmental Permitting Task 3.1 Jurisdictional Delineation of Waters of the U.S.
including Wetlands (URS 2011).

WI1575sr-prj01\Projects\SC_DamRemoval_26818107'4000 COMMUNICATIONSMI00 Deliverables\Task 3.1 Wetland Delineation
and Project Description\2013 updates\4 Draft Deliverables\t- DWR\wetland update_040413b.docx




URS . | Page 2 of 7

2.0 SURVEY RESULTS

The survey methodology was consistent with prior field efforts for this project and as described in
Carmel River Reroute and Dam Removal Project Environmental Permitting Task 3.1 Jurisdictional
Delineation of Waters of the U.S. including Wetlands (URS 2011). In short, field recorded horizontal
coordinates were mapped to define the spatial position and limits of Ordinary High Water Mark,
Riparian Zone and Top of Bank. In some locations density of poison oak brambles prevented access
and points were estimated from a recorded GPS position. Survey results are shown in Figure 1 and
described in Section 2.1. Section 2.2 reports the field sampling results collected at the wetland data
point locations. The data included in this memo is based on conceptual plan drawings and survey
stakes defining potential work limits as of the January 17, 2013 survey date.

2.1  WEST ENTRANCE OPTIONS

The West Entrance Options (West 1 and West 2) span Tularcitos Creek in the same project footprint
(limit of work). West 1/West 2 would include building an access road to East Carinel Valley Road
and a multiple span bridge over Tularcitos Creek. After the bridge, the two potential alignments
diverge, to identify routes that minimize natural resource impacts. West 1 runs south/southeast from
the bridge crossing; West 2 follows the ridgeline southeast before merging with a dirt road, which
runs southwest. Both alignments merge at Filter Plant Road. No jurisdictional features were found
outside of the Tularcitos Creek crossing. The features described below are mapped on Figure 1 detail
box A.

2.1.1 Ordinary High Water Mark

Tularcitos Creek is a perennial water feature tributary to the Carmel River. In the crossing area, the
narrow channel is confined by its incised position at the base of a steep ravine. The overall stream
channel gradient is low, and the creek bed material consists primarily of sand and gravel. OHWM
was mapped based on wrack material found in the riparian trees as well as water marks on the
concrete pillar on the north side of'the creek.

21.2 Riparian

Surrounding the Tularcitos Creek West Crossing, the vegetation is characterized by an open canopy
dominated by black cottonwood (Populus trichocarpa; form. P. balsamifera subsp. trichocarpa) and
white alder (4lnus rhombifolia). The understory is sparse and composed of willows (Salix sp.),
poison oak (Toxicodendron diversilobum), and snowberry (Symphoricarpos mollis).

213 Top of Bank

At the West Entrance crossing, Tularcitos Creek is a single narrow channel within a steep ravine.
TOB was delineated at the point on either side of the ravine where the slope flattened out (the hinge
point).

\1575s1-prj01\Projects\SC_DamRemoval_26818107\4000 COMMUNICATIONS\A900 Deliverables\Taék 3.1
Wetland Delineation and Project Description\2013 updates\4 Draft Deliverables\] DWR\wetland
update 040413b.docx
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2.2 EAST ENTRANCE OPTION 1

The East T Option off East Carmel Valley Road would include building an access road to and a clear
span bridge over Tularcitos Creek. The feature described below is mapped on Figure 1 detail box C.

2.2.1 Ordinary High Water Mark

Within the work limits of the East 1 crossing, Tularcitos Creek winds through a moderately broad
floodplain; the active channel lies between a series of shallow terraces; it is bordered to the southwest
by a relatively steep slope and to the northeast by an equally steep, albeit shorter slope. Tularcitos
creek is a single—channel and the creek bed consists of sandy and gravelly material; the creek flow
was three to four feet wide. The gradient is low and the creek is surrounded by dense vegetation. For
the OHWM analysis, a path was cut through the dense riparian vegetation by a vegetation-removal
team. The channel morphology was significantly more apparent once all riparian vegetation had
been removed. OHWM was identified by URS biologists based on the location of rack material and
water marks on the riverbank. The location of the OHWM was shown to Bestor swrveyors, who
recorded its location with survey-grade GPS equipment.

2.2.2 Riparian

At East 1, Tularcitos Creek flows through a riparian forest characterized by a continuous, high
canopy formed by large trees that include white alder, Califoruia sycamore (Platanus racemosa), and
black cottontwood. California buckeye (desculus californica) and California bay (Umbellularia
californica) are also found in this riparian forest. The dense understory surrouuding the creek, and
underlying the high canopy, consists of dense thickets of poison oak, California blackberry (Rubus
ursinus), and willows. '

2.2.3 Top of Bank

Top of bank was well defined and easily visible, once the cross section of vegetation had been
removed. It was recorded by surveyors with survey-grade GPS equipment.

2.3 [EAST ENTRANCE OPTION 2

The East 2 Option off East Carmel Valley Road would include building an access road to and a clear
span bridge over Tularcitos Creek. The features described below are mapped on Figure 1 detail box
D. '

2.3.1  Ordinary High Water Mark

Within the work limits of the East Entrance crossing, Tularcitos Creek winds through a broad
floodplain, bordered to the southwest by a relatively steep slope and to the northeast by a more
gradual slope. An ephemeral drainage parallels the northeast limit of work adjacent to the potential
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intersection of the access road with East Carmel Valley Road. Tularcitos creek is a single—channel
and the creek bed is sandy and gravelly material. The gradient is low and the creek is surrounded by
dense vegetation. OHWM on the west slope was delineated based on the approximate location of the
creek channel as seen from the forested slopes. The slopes gradually descend to a hinge point after
which they steeply slope towards the creek. OHWM on the east slope was delineated by URS
biologists using a GPS unit and marking the location on a figure for future aerial interpretation.
OHWM was also delineated for the ephemeral drainage.

2.3.2 Riparian

At the East Crossing, Tularcitos Creek flows through a riparian forest characterized by a continuous,
high canopy formed by large trees that include white alder, California sycamore , and black
cottonwood. Coast live oak, California buckeye, and California bay are also found in this riparian
forest, Immediately adjacent to the creek, the canopy opens up and the understory is dominated by
dense thickets of poison oak, California blackberry , and willows. Bracken fern (Pteridium aquilinum
var. pubescens) is abundant. '

233 Top of Bank

The dense riparian understory surrounding Tularcitos Creek extends beyond the east TOB location
within the East Entrance Crossing Limits of Work. The hinge point was barely visible through
vegetation. TOB is relatively close to the OHWM, based on the steep nature of the slope. TOB for
the west locaticn was delineated with a GPS unit and marked on a figure for future aerial
interpretation by a URS biologist. TOB was also delineated for the ephemeral drainage.

24 SLEEPY HOLLOW FORD

A temporary bridge may be placed during non-rainy season to span the Carmel River at the Sleepy
Hollow Ford. The features described below are mapped on Figure 1 detail box E.

2.4.1 Ordinary High Water Mark

Sleepy Hollow Ford crosses the Carmel River approximately a mile downstrean of the dam, When
the reservoir is full, commonly in the rainy season, Carmel River flow depends on storm events and
watershed discharge. River bed substrate surrounding the concrete ford is comprised of boulders,
some embedded in sand. The Carmel River is braided in this location, several side channels are
located south of the ford. The OHWM was determined based on vegetative wrack material entrained
in the adjacent riparian trees.

2.4.2 Riparian

The vegetation in the vicinity of the Sleepy Hollow Ford is an open riparian forest comprised of
medium to large trees with a relatively sparse understory. The riparian community is dominated by
white alder and black cottonwood, intermixed with red willow {Salix laevigata), California sycamore
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and California bay (Umbellularia californica). Tall flatsedge (Cyperus eragrostis) is the
predominant, herbaceous component of the understory community.

A wetland data point (Wetland Data Point 1) was recorded on the south side of the Carmel River at
the Sleepy Hollow Ford and is addressed in Section 2.5.1. The area did not qualify as a Corps three-
parameter wetland. The riparian area north of the Carmel River was considered sufficiently
addressed as not meeting the Corps’ three-parameter wetland criteria by this data sheet determination.

243 Top of Bank

The TOB extends beyond the active channel in this area to include several side channels and islands.
This is mainly due to signs of flooding beyond the active channel. Within the southern limit of work,
it approximately parallels the dirt road leading to the fish hatchery. Within the northern limit of work,
there is a steep hillside leading away from the river. In this area, the extent of the riparian zone was
used to inform the placement of the TOB.

2.5 WETLAND DATA POINTS

Three sampling points were evaluated with respect to Corps’ jurisdictional wetlands criteria within
the limit of work (Attachment 1). Data points were only taken in locations with both > 5% hydric
vegetation and soil/hydrology conditions that could meet Corps criteria. As such, no delineation
points were recorded along the Tularcitos Creek riparian corridor, as the soils were too sandy and the
hydrology too ephemeral to provide the minimuin 5% saturation during the growing season. Two of
the three points did not meet the three-parameter wetland criteria. The third sampling point was
determined to be within a wetland.

2.51  Wetland Data Point 1 (Sleepy Hellow Ford)

Wetland Data Point 1 was taken within the OHWM to the south of the Sleepy Hollow Ford, within an
area of sand accumulation and a population of obligate, hydric sedges. The site had a 5% slope and is
downstream from the San Cleinente Dain which affects flow seasonally, The dominant vegetation
included white alder, sycamore, slough sedge (Carex obrnupta), braken fern, and California
blackberry. Of these five dominant species, three are hydric, indicating the presence of hydrophytic
vegetation.

The soil profile was characterized by two horizons below an organic layer of decomnposing leaves.
The top horizon {0-3”) was composed of course sand and the matrix of the second horizon (3-18”)
consisted of 10YR 3/2 loamy sand. No redoximorphic features were present within the soil matrix.
No hydric soil indicators were present. Below eighteen inches, the profile is underlain by gravel.

No wetland hydrology indicators were present, as indicated by the absence of surface water, a
detectable water table, and soil saturation. Although the site lies within the OHWM, the soils are too
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porous to remain saturated for the minimum 5% of the growing season (18 days). Thetefore, this
area receives flood water but not sufficient inundation to meet wetland criteria.

Since the site met the hydric vegetation criteria but did not meet the hydric soils and hydrology
criteria, the site did not qualify as a wetland. Additional test pits were dug in the area, but they did
not meet hydric scil or wetland hydrology criteria. As such, no additional wetland data points were
recorded in this area.

2.5.2 Wefland Data Point 2

Wetland data point 2 was taken within the West Entrance Option alignment, on the south side of the
ridge bordering Tularcitos Creek in riparian scrub dominated by four species: arroyo willow (Salix
lasiolepis), coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis subsp. consanguinea), poison oak, and Santa Barbara
sedge (Carex barbarae). Since only two of the four dominant species were hydric, the vegetation did
not meet the dominance test for the presence of hydrophytic vegetation.

The soil profile was comprised of two inches of 10YR 2/2 Joam and 16 inches of brownish fine sand.
Neither horizon exhibited redoximorphic features; no other hydric soil indicator was present.

No wetland hydrology was present at wetland data point 2. The soil was slightly moist but no surface
water, soil saturation, or water table was present. This site, with its permeable soils, does not appear
to have sufficient waters inputs to be saturated for the minimum 5% of the growing season.

Since the site did not meet the hydric vegetation, hydric soils and hydrology criteria, the site did not
qualify as a wetland.

253 Wetland Data Point 3 and Non-Jurisdictional Swale

Wetland Data Point 3 was taken within a swale in the East Entrance Option alignment, upstream
from standing water. The area met criteria for wetland vegetation and exhibited indicators of hydric
soils and wetland hydrology. This wetland had not previously been mapped in this project limit of
work. The features described below are mapped on Figure 1 detail box B.

The vegetation at Wetland Data Point 3 was dominated by herbaceous plants, mixed with arroyo
willow. In addition to arroyo willow, the dominant species included Santa Barbara sedge and
beardless wildrye (Elymus eragrostis). All three of these species are hydric and the vegetation passed
the Dominance Test for the presence of hydrophytic vegetation.

The top 18” of the soil profile were not stratified and the single horizon was composed of a sand
matrix which qualified as a hydric soil based on the presence of indicator S5 (Sandy Redox). The
redoximorphic feature concentrations made up 5% of the soil matrix and had a color of 10YR 4/6.

Wetland hydrology was present at the site. The high water table was present at 4” and saturation was
observed throughout the profile.
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All three wetland criteria were met, qualifying this area as a wetland. A polygon was mapped around
the wetland area, although it is located mainly outside of the limit of work. The wetland area within
these limits of work is 388 square feet.

The wetland was within the low portion of a swale, which continues towards the limit of work area -
(the limit of work area lies at a higher elevation than the swale). The swale did not exhibit an
ordinary high water mark and no saturation was found in the higher elevation areas of the swale. As
such, it is not expected to mest state or federal jurisdictional criteria,

2.6 CONCLUSION

Four crossings of jurisdictional waters occur within the limit of work, West 1/West 2, East 1, East 2,
and the Sleepy Hollow Ford Crossing. The OHWM, Riparian Zone and TOB were marked for all
four areas.

Three wetland data points were collected, one of which meet the Corps’ wetland criteria. A wetland
polygon was created around this area and the access road design was adjusted to avoid impacting this
wetland. The adjacent swale, however, was not jurisdictional.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORMS




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM —~ Arid West Region

Project Site:  San Clemente

Applicant/Owner: Cal Am/ CCC
Investigator(s): Jan Novak/ Katie Dudney
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): fiver's edge

City/County: Carmel Valley/Monterey

Section, Township, Range:
Local relief {concave, convex, none):

Sampling Date: /01/17/2013

State: CA Sampling Point: 1

Slope (%): 5

Subregion {LRR): LRRC Lat Long: Datum:
Soit Map Unit Name: _____ NWI classification: ___
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No [ {(If no, explain in Remarks.) -

Are Vegetation [J, Soit [, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Gircumstances" present? Yes X No [

Are Vegetation [, Seit [, or Hydrology [0 naturally probiemafic? {if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? . Yes No [
Hydric Soil Present? Yes O No KX Is the Sampled Area within a Wetland? Yes [ No K
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [0 No K

Remarks: Downsiream of dam, water flow is manipulated {controlled release}.
VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.
Tree Stratum (Plot size:30' rad) Qbé(g::é? g o;nciir;asl;t lsntc;i;ijaslor DomlInance Test Worksheet:
1. Alnus rhombifolia 80 yes FACW Number of Dominant Species 3 @
2.  Plafanus racemosa 20 yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: =
3. PR — —_— Tota['Number of Domlnarft 5 ®)
4 R . . Species Across Al Strata: =
50% =40, 20% =16 — = Total Gover Percent of Dominant Species 60 ~m)
Sawfing/Shrub Stratum (Plot size;____) Thal Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: =
1. . — — Prevalence Index worksheet;
2 . _ - Total % Cover of : Muitiply by:
3 o - _ _ OBL species . xt=
4. - —_— R FACW species . x2= ____
5 _ _ - — FAG species — x3=
80%=_____,20%= R =Totat Cover FACU species e x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size:5sq ff) UPL species - x5= .
1. Carex obnupfa 30 yes OBL Column Totals: 1G] B
2. Pleridium aguilinum var. pubescens 10 yes FACYU Prevalence Index =B/A=_____
3. — — —_— " Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
4, - - I X Dominance Test is >50%
5 - _ —— 0 Prevalence Index is <3.0
6 —_ R — o Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
. . . . data in Remarks or on a separate sheef)
8 O R JR— O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
50% =20, 20% =8 I = Total Cover _ o
ooty Vo Stata. (Pl sz a1 st o sl and welrd ooy s
1.  Rubus ursinus ) 8 yes FACYU
2. _— - e .
50% = 4, 20% =2 ____ =Total Gover ng;?::mc Yes [ No [
Present?

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West — Version 2.0




Project Site:

SOiL

Sampling Point:

Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Matrix

Redox Features

Color (moist! %

Color (Moist %

Loc®

Type!

o,

0-3 n/a 1]
-18 JOYR 3/3 1

(=]

Texture Remarks
organic matter - leaves semi-decamposed
sand coarse
LS
ra

| B

1Type: C= Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Cavered or Coated Sand Grains. ?Location:

PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™

[0 Histosol {A1) I:] Sandy Redox (S5) O 1 em Muck {(A9) (LRR C)

[l Histic Epipedon (A2) [0  Stripped Matrix (S6) [0  2cmMuck(A10) (LRRB)

[0 Biack Histic {A3} O Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (| Reduced Vertic (F18)

[0  Hydrogen Suliide (A4) O Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2} I:I Red Parent Material (TF2)

[d Stratified Layers (AS) (LRR C) O Depleted Matrix (F3) (| Other (Expiain in Remarks})

O 1cmMuck{A9) {LRRD) O Redox Dark Suiface (F6)

[d Depieted Below Dark Surface {A11) a Depleted Dark Surface {F7)

[d  Thick Dark Suiface (A12) O Redox Depressions (F8) SIndicators of hydrophylic vegetation and
[d  Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) O  VemalPools (F9} wetland hydrology must be present,
[1 Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):

Type:

Depth (Inches): Hydric Soils Present? Yes O No 4
Remarks:  Sand deposit on river bank; insufficient saturation for hydric soils.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check alt that apply)

Secondary indicators (2 or more required)

Surface Water (A1}

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)
Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine}
Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine}
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

{nundation Visible on Aerial imagery (B7)
Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

Ooooooooao

Ooogooooooo

Salt Crust (B11)

Biotic Crust (B12)

Aquatic invertebrates (B13)

Hydrogen Sulfide Gdor {C1)

Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots {C3}
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface {C7}

Gther (Explain in Remarks)

oopoooooon

Water Marks {B1) (Riverine)

Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine)

Drift Deposits (B3} (Riverine}

Drainage Patterns (B10)

Dry-Season Water Table {C2)

Crayfish Burrows {C8)

Saturation Visible on Aeriai Imagery (C9)
Shatlow Aquitard (D3)

FAC-Neutral Test {D5)

Field Observations:
Yes |m| No
Yes O No

Yes [ No

Surface Water Present?
Water Table Present?

Saturation Present?
(Includes capillary fringe)

>

X

>

X

Depth (inches):
Depth (inches):

Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes [0 No [X

Describe Recorded Data {stream gatge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

Within OHWM, uniikely to get 5% minimum continucus saturation.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project Site:  San Clemente City/County: Carmel Valley/Monterey Sampling Date: /01/17/2013
Applicant’fOwner: Cal Am/ CCC State: CA Sampling Point: WL2
Investigator(s): Jan Noval/ Katie Dudney Section, Township, Range:
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Local refief (concave, convex, none): ____ Slope (%) ____
Subregion {LRR): LRRC lat long: Datum: ___ .
Soil Map Unit Name: NWI ciassification:
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [ No [0 ({If no, expiain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation [1, Soil [0, orHydrology [ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes [ No [
Are Vegetation [, Soit [, orHydrology [1 naturally problematic? (it needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes [ No [
Hydric Soil Present? : Yes [ No [ is the Sampled Area within a Wetiand? Yes [ No X
Wetland Hydrology Preseni? Yes [0 No [

Remarks: In Carex/ willow meadow; most depressed point in extended vegetation community.

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific hames of plants.

oy Absolute  Dominant indicator N ]
Tree Stratum (Plot size:30" rad) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test Worksheet:
1. Salkk fasiolepis 30 yes FACW Number of Dominant Species 2 @
2,  Aescuus californica 5 no = That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: =
3. N — JE— Total Number of Dominant 4 ®)
4 Species Across All Strata: =
50% =18, 20% =7 ki = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species 50 (~B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size:15' rad) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: =
1 Baccharis pilulatis subsp. consanguinea 20 yes - Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 Toxicodendron diversifobum 5 yes - Total % Cover of : Muttiply by:
3 - - - OBL. species - xi=
4 FACW species x2=
5 FAC species x3=
50% =13, 20%=5§ 25 = Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size:5' rad) UPL species x5 =
1. Carex barbarae 40 yes FAC Column Totals: A) — ®
2 PR —_— PR Prevalence Index=B/A=___
3, Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
S — R - - O Dominance Test is >50%
5 _____ - R N O Prevaience Index is <3.0
6 N —_— _ O Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
7. data in Remarks or on a separafe sheet)
8 ____ —_ PR J— O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation’ {Explain}
50% =20, 20% =8 40 = Total Cover ;
’ . indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Strafum . (Plof size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. JR— PR —_—
2
— — — — Hydrophytic
50% = ,20% = = Total Cover Vegetation Yes O No X
. PR Present?
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0




Project Site:

SOIL

Sampling Point: 2

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix " Redox Features

{inches) Color {(moist) % Color {Moisf) % Type' Loc®
0-2 10 YR 2/2 100 - - - -
2-18 nfa 100 z = z z

Texture Remarks
L
ES brownish: NRMF

]

*Type: C= Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reducad Matrix,

CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. “Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:

[0 Histosoi (A1) O  Sandy Redox {S5) O 1 om Muck (A8} (LRR C)
O Histic Epipedon (A2) O  stripped Mairix {S6) [0 2 omMuck(A10) (LRR B)
[0 Black Histic (A3) a Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) O Reduced Vertic (F18)
O Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) O Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2} O Red Parent Material (TF2)}
[0 Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C} O Depleted Matrix (F3) O Other (Explain in Remarks).
O 1 cmMuck (A9) (LRR D) O Redox Dark Surface {F6)
[0 Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) O Depieted Dark Surface (F7)
[d Thick Dark Surface (A12) O Redox Depressions (F8) %Indicators of hydrophykic vegetation and
O  Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [0  Vernal Pools (F9) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer {if present):
1 Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Solls Present? Yes [J No X

Remarks:  No hydric soil indicators.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check alt that apply)

Secondary Indicators (2 or more reguired)

[0 Surface Water {A1) [0  Salt Crust (B11} 3 Water Marks (B1) (Riverine)

1  High Water Table (A2Z) [0  Biotic Crust {B12) [0 Sediment Deposits {82} (Riverine)

[0 Saturation {A3) [0  Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) O  Drift Deposits (B3) {Riverine)

[0 water Marks {B1) (Nonriverine) [1  Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 Dbrainage Patterns (B10)

[  Sediment Deposits (B2} (Nonriverine} [0  Oxdized Rhizospheres atong Living Roots (C3) [0 Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

[0 Drift Deposits (B3) {Nouriverine) [0  Presence of Reduced iron (C4) O Crayfish Burcows (C8)

[ Surface Soil Cracks {BS) [0 Recent lron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [0 Saturation Visible on Aerial iImagery (C9)
[0 Inundation Visible on Aertal imagery (B7) [0 Thin Muck Surface (C7) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)

O Water-Stained Leaves {B9) [0  Other (Expiain in Remarks) 1 FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Ohservations:

Surface Water Present? Yes [ No [ Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes - [J No X Depth (inches): _____ ’

g:é?&:gglg;ﬁé?g%ng &) Yes [O No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [1 No
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:  No wetiand hydrology present.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West - Version 2.0




ATTACHMENT 1

 WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORMS




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project Site: San Clemente City/County: Carmel Vailey/Monterey Sampling Date: /01/17/2013
Applicant/Owner: Cal Am/ CCC State: CA Sampling Point: 1
Investigator(s): Jan Novak/ Katie Dudney Section, Township, Range: ______
Landform (hiflsiope, terrace, efc.): river's edge Locat relief {concave, convex, none): _____ Slope {(%). &
Subregion (LRR): LRRC tat _ Long: Datum: _____
Soil Map Unii Name; __ NWI classification: ____
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes @ No [0 (if no, explain in Remarks.}
Are Vegetation [1, Sail [d,  orHydrology significantly disturbed? Arse "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No OO
Are Vegetation [1, Soil [, or Hydrology [  naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point iocations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [
Hydric Soil Present? Yes O No X Is the Sampled Area within a Wetiand? Yes 1 No K
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [ No [

Remarks. Downstream of dam, waler flow is manipulated {controlled release).

VEGETATION — Use scienfific names of plants.

o Absolute Dominant [ndicator . .
Tree SFratum {Plot size:30' rad) o, Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test Worksheet:
1. Alnus thombifolie 50 yes EACW Number of Dominant Species 3 @
2. Platanus racemosa 20 yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: =
O — B — B — Total Number of Dominant 5 I B
4 Species Across All Strata: = ®
50% = 40, 20% =16 —_ = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species 60 ~B)
Sapling/Shrub Siratum {Plot size:, ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: -
1 Prevalence index worksheet:
2 Tota! % Cover of ; Muttiply by:
3. OBL species xi=
4 — — —_— FACW species Q=
5 __ . —_— FAC species — x3=  ____
50% = ,20% = = Total Cover FACU species x4 =
Herb Stratum {Plot size:5sq ff) UPL species x5=
1. Carex cbnupta 30 yes OBL Calumn Totals: A {B)
2. Prerigium aquilinum var. pubescens i0 yes FACU Prevatence index=B/A=
3. Hydrophytlc Vegetation Indicators:
4. [ Dominance Test Is >50%
5. _ _ N O Prevatence Index is <3.0%
6. —_— — —_— 0 Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
7. data in Remarks or on a separate sheef)
L JR— —_— JE— O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
50% =20, 20% =8 = Total Cover .

o Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrolegy must
y £ :10sq ; N
Woocy Vine Strafum. {Plot size:10sq 1) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Rubus ursinus 8 yes FACU
2.
— — - — Hydrophytic -
50% =4, 20% = 2 - =Total Cover Vegetation Yes [ No [
. : - Present?
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0




Project Site:

SOIL

Sampling Point:

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of Indicators.)

Depth Matdx Redox Features
(inches) Color {moisf} % Color {Moist} % Type' Loc? Texiure Remarks
0.25-0 organic matter - leaves semi-decomposed
0-3 nfa 100 z = z = sand coarse
3-18 10YR 3/3 100 - = z = LS
18+ aravel

[

*Type: C= Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coaled Sand Grains. 2 ocation:

PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable fo all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

Histosol {A1)

Histic Epipedon (A2)

Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C)

1 cm Muck {A9) {LRR D)

Depleted Below Dark Surface {A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1})

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

Oooooooooan

Sandy Redox {S5)

Stripped Matrix (S6)

Loamy Mucky Minerai (F1)
Loany Gleyed Matrix (F2}
Depleted Matrix (F3)
Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions {F8)
Vemal Pools (FS)

ooQoooooog

indlcators for Problematic Hydric Solls™:
1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR C)

2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR B)

Reduced Verlic (F18}

Red Parent Material (TF2)

Other {Explain in Remarks)

ooooo

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wefland hydrology must be present,
uniess disturbed or probfematic.

Restrictive Layer {if present):
Type:
Depth (Inches):

Hydric Soils Present?

Yes [J

Remarks:

Sand deposit on river bank; insufficient saturation for hydric soils.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply)

Secondary indicators {2 or more required)

[1 Surface Water (A1) O SaltCrust(B11) O Water Marks {B1} (Riverine}

[1  High Water Table {A2) [0 Biotic Crust (B12) O Sediment Deposits {(B2) (Riverine}

[0 Saiuration {A3) O  Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) O Drift Deposits {B3) {Riverine)

[0  waterMarks (B1) (Nonriverine} [0  Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [1 Drainage Patterns {B10)

[ Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine) [0  Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) [1 Dry-Season Water Table (C2) '

[0  Drit Deposits (B3) {Nonriverine) [0  Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [1 Crayfish Burrows (C8}

O  Surface Soii Cracks (B6) [0  Recent lron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C8) [0 Saturation Visibie on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[0 Inundation Vistbie on Aerial Imagery (B7} [0  Thin Muck Surface {C7) O Shallow Aquitard (D3)

[0 Water-Stained Leaves (B9) [1  Cther {Explain in Remarks) [ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes [ No [ Depth (inches): _______

Water Table Present? Yes [J No [X Depth (inches): _____

(S;éf&ggznc;;g;ewnt;mge) Yes O N X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [0 No X
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

Within OHWWM, unlikely 1o get 5% minimum continuous saturation.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project Site: San Clemente City/County: Carmel Valley/Monterey Sampling Date: /01/17/2013
ApplicanOwner: Cal Am/ CCC State: CA Sampling Point: WL2
Investigator(s): Jan Novak/ Kafie Dudney Section, Township, Range:r ______
Landform (hilisiope, terrace, etc.): ____ : Local relief (concave, convex, none); Slope (%): _____
Subregion (LRR): LRRC Lat: ____ long: ____ Datum: ___
Soif Map Unit Name: ______ NWi classification:
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this fime of year? Yes KX No [ (if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation [, Soit [1, or Hydrology [1 significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Gircumstances” present? Yes No [
Are Vegetation [, Soit [1, orHydrology [1 naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point Jocations, transects, important features, etc,

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes [1 No
Hydric Soil Present? Yes [ No Is the Sampled Area within a Wetland? Yes [ No
Wetland Hydrology Present? ’ Yes [ No

Remarks: In Carex/ willow meadow; most depressed point in extended vegetation community.

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Tree Stratum {Plot size:30' rad) ng%]s;? go;ilneasr;t %ﬁjr Dominance Test Worksheet:

1. Sali lasiolepis 30 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species 2 @A)
2. Aesculus californica 5 no - That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: =

s J— _ —— | Total Number of Dominant 4 ®
4 _ - o Species Across All Strata: =

50% =18,20% =7 8 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species 50 “B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size:15' rad) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: =

1. . Bacchatis pilularis subsp. consanguinea 20 yes - Prevalence Index worksheet:

2 Taxicodendron diversilobum 5 yes - Total % Cover of : Multiplv by:

3 - [ - OBL species xt=

4 - - _— FACW species - x2=

5 — _ _ FAC species - x3=
’50% =13,20%=5 25 = Total Cover FACU species - x4=

Herb Stratum (Plot size:5' rad) UPL species — x5=

1. Carex barbarae 40 yes EAC Column Tolals: A —®

2 N, — — Prevalence Index =BA=___

. . —— — Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

4. N . R | Dominance Test is >50%

5 - - - O Prevatence Index is <3.0"

6 — e — 0 Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting

7. . . —_ data in Remarks or on a separate sheet}

8 —_— JR— — | Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
50%=20,20%=8 40 =Total Cover “ )

Woods Vine Simtum. (Pt size__) , Andestrs of o ot o wetor gy

1. J— —_— —_—

2 — I — — Hydrophytic

50%=____,20%= ___ =Total Gover Vegetation Yes [ No [
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present?

Remarks:

US Army Gorps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0




Project Site:

Samptling Poin: 2

SOIL
Proflle Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches} Color (moist} % Color {Moist) % Type' Loe?
0-2 10 YR2/2 100 - - - -
2-18 nia 100 E z : :

Texture Remarks
L
FS brownish: NRMF

1’l'ype: C= Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coaled Sand Grains. 2_ocation; PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soit Indicators: (Applicabie to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls™

[0 Histosd (At} O  Sandy Redox (S5) O 1 cmMuck (A9) {LRR C)

[0 Hisfic Epipedon (A2) O  Stripped Matrix (S6) O  2cmMuck (A10) (LRR B)

O Black Histic (A3) O Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) O Reduced Vertic (F18)

[0 Hydrogen Suifide (Ad) O Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2} | Red Parent Malerial (TF2}

[ Stratified Layers (AS) (LRR C) O  Depleted Matrix (F3) [0  Other (Explain in Remarks)

O 1 cmMuck {(AS) {LRR D) [0  Redox Dark Surface (F5)

[0 Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) O Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

[0 Thick Dark Surface (A12) O Redox Depressions {F8) Undicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
O  Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [0  Vernal Pools (F9) wetlland hydrology must be present,
O Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soils Present? Yes O No X
Remarks:  No hydric soil indicators. '
HYDROLOGY

Wetiand Hydrology indicators:

Primary indicators (minimurn of one required; check ail that apply)

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)

[0 Surface Water (A1) [0  Salt Crust (B11} [0 Water Marks {B1) (Riverine)

[0  High Water Table (A2) O " Biotic Crust (B12) [0 Sediment Deposits (B2) {Riverine}

[ Saturation (A3) O .AquaticInvertebrates (B13} [  Drift Deposits (B3} (Riverine)

0  Water Marks {B1) {Nonriverine) [0  Hydrogen Suifide Odor (C1} . [ Drainage Patterns (B10)

O Sediment Deposits (B2) {Nonriverine) [0  Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) O Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

[0  Drft Deposits {B3) (Nonriverine)} [0  Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) 1 Crayfish Burrows (C8)

[0  Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [0  Recentiron Reduction in Titled Soils (C6) [0 Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial imagery (B7) 1  Thin Muck Surface (C7} O Shallow Aquitard (D3)

1 Water-Stained Leaves (B9) O Other (Explain in Remarks) O FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes O No X Depth (inches): ___ |

Water Table Present? Yes [ Noe [X Depth (inches}:

g:gﬂgggr:: ap;;’ialls;;t\;:inge) Yes | Noe Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [ No K

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if avaltab

CH

Remarks:  No wetland hydrology present.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM ~ Arid West Region

City/County: Cammel Vallev/Monterey
State: CA

Project Site:  San Clemente
Applicant/Owner: Cal Am/CCC

Investigator(s): .Jan Novak/ Katie Dudney Section, Township, Range:

Sampling Date: 01/17/2013
Sampting Point: WL3

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.). Local relief (concave, canvex, none): concave Slope (%):
Subregion (LRR): LRRC Lat long: __ Datumn;
Soit Map Unit Name: ______ NWI classilication;
Avre climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No [0 (if no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation [, Soil [0, orHydrlogy [1 significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No [

Are Vegetation [, Soil [0, orHydrofogy [ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)
SUNMARY QOF FINDINGS — Attach sife map showing sampling point locations, fransects, important features, efc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No O
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No O Is the Sampled Area within a Wetland? Yes I No O
Welland Hydrology Present? Yes B No [

Remarks: In Carexi willow meadow; most depressed point in extended vegetation community.

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Tree Stratum {Plot size:___ ) :;;bgc:)l\ilx;er g‘)glil.r;zgt ggﬁgor Daminance Tesf Worksheet:
1, Salix fasiolepis 10 yes Facw Number of Dominant Species 3 ®
2. _ . - — That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: =
3, — —_— J— TotaI_Number of Dominar!t 3 (B)
4. . — _ Species Across Al Strata: =
50%=___,20%=____ —_— =Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species 100 (B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum {(Plot size;___ ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: -
| . _ - Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. — — - Total % Cover of : Multiply by:
3. —— - J— OBL species . x1=  ____
4. — - — FACW species R x2=
5 - — — FAC species I x3= _____
50% = L 20%=_ . = Total Cover FACU species — x4= ____
Herb Stratum {Piotsize: ) UPL species - x5= _____
1.  Carex barbarag 80 yes EAC Coiumn Tolals: A — (B
2. Polypogon monspeliensis 10 . FACW Prevalence Index=B/A=_____
3.  Geranium dissectum 5 — = Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
4.  Erodium boliys 5 o FACU = Dominance Test is >50%
5. Elymus triticoides 50 yes FAC O Prevalence Index is <3.0'
8. Cyperus eragrostis — FACW O Morphotogical Adaptations’ (Provide supporiing
7. _ o data in Remarks or on a separate sheef)
8 _ —_— G e— O Prablematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
50% = 85, 20% = 26 130 = Totat Cover . .
Moy Vine St Pitsize,_) s o el et oy
1. - — _
2 — — — — Hydrophytic
50% = ,20%=__ = Total Gover Vegetation Yes [ No 0O
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biofic Crust Present?

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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Project Site: .

Sampling Point: 3

Texture Remarks

SOIL
Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matix Redox Fesatures
{inches) Golor (moist % Color (Moisth % Type' Loc®
0-18 - - 5 10YR 4/6 c M

sand

"Type: C= Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Goated Sand CGrains. “Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Malrix.

Hydric Soll Indicators: {Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

[0 Histosol {A1) X Sandy Redox (S5) O 1 cm Muck (89) (LRR C)

[0 Histic Epipedon {A2) O Stripped Matrix (S6) O 2 cm Muck (A10) {LRR B}

[0 Black Histic (A3) O Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) O Reduced Vertic (F18)

[0 Hydrogen Suifide {Ad) O Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) (| Red Parent Material (TF2)

[0 Stratified Layers (&5) (LRR C) O Depleted Matrix (F3} [  Other (Explain in Remarks)

O 1emMuck (AS) (LRR D) O Redox Dark Surface (F86)

[0 Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) [0  Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

[0 Thick Dark Surface (A12) O  Redox Depressions {F8) Sindicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
O  Sandy Mucky Minerat {S1) [0  Vemal Pools (F8) wettand hydrology must be present,
O sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) uniess disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer {if present):

Type:

Depth (Inches): Hydric Solis Present? Yes X No O
Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (2.0r more required)

[0 Surface Water (A1) O  Salt Crust {B11) O Wwater Marks (B1) {Riverine}

B High Water Table (A2) O Biotic Crust (B12) [0 Sediment Deposits {B2) {(Riverine)

BJ  Saturation {A3) O  Aquatic invertebrates (B13) [d Dritt Deposits {B3) (Riverine}

O Water Marks (B1) {Nonriverine} [0  Hydrogen Sulfide Odor {Ct) [0 Drainage Patlerns (B10)

[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) {Nonriverine} O Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Rools (C3) [  Dry-Season Waler Table (C2)

[0  Drift Deposits (B3) {Nonriverine} [0  Presence of Reduced fron (C4} [0 Crayfish Burrows (C8)

O  Surface Soil Cracks {B6) O - Recent Iron Reduction in Tilied Soils {C6) [0 Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery {C8)
O Inundation Visible on Aerial imagery (B7) O  Thin Muck Surface (CT}) [0 Shallow Aquitard {D3)

O Water-Stained Leaves (B9} O  Other (Explain in Remarks) [1 FAC-Neuiral Test (D5}

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes [ No [] Depth {inches): _____

Water Table Present? Yes X No [I Depth {inches): 4"

?:é?&gﬂgg;ﬁls:r;tzmg e) Yes i No [O Depth (inches): 0" Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [ No

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:  Swale with standing water downstream, high water table/ saturation at our location.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project Site: San Clemente City/County: Carmet Vallev/Monterey Sampling Date: 01/17/2013
Applicant/Owner. Cal Am/ CCC State: CA Sampling Point: WL38
Investigator(s): Jan Novak/ Katie Dudney Section, Township, Range: _____ :
Landform (hillstope, terrace, etc.): ’ Local refief {concave, convex, nhone): cdncave Siope {%):
Subregion (LRR): LRRC lat: Long: Datum: __ |
Soil Map Unit Name: _____ : NWI ciassilication: ___
Ave climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typicat for this time of year? Yes No [I (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation [, Soit [0, orHydrology [ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” presert? Yes No O
Are Vegetation [, Soit [, or Hydrology [ naturally prob]emaiic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY QF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes [ No [
Hydric Soil Present? Yes [ No Is the Sampled Area within a Wetland? Yes ] No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes O No

Remarks: In Carex/ willow meadow; uptand counterpoint for the depressed point in extended vegetation community,

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

. Absolute  Dominant Indicator .
Tree Stratum (Plot size:, ) % Cover  Species? Status Domlnance Test Worksheet:
1. Saiix lasiolepis 10 ¥es FACW Number of Dominant Species ” A
2 o That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 "
3, N J— — Total Number of Dominant Py ®
4, Species Across All Strata: =
50%=__ . 20%=____ — = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species 100 @B
Sapling/Shrub Stratum_ (Plot size: ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: -
1. Prevalence Index worksheet: .
2. —_ —_— Total % Coverof : Muitiply by:
3, OBL species x{=
4, FACW species x2=
5. FAC species x3=
50% = ,20% = =Total Cover FACU species x4=
Heib Stratum (Plot size: ) ) uPL species x5=
1. Carex barbarae 10 no EAC Column Totals: Ay —®
2. Polypogon monspefiensis 10 no EACW Prevalence Index=B/A =
3.  Gerapium dissectum 5 ng - Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
4,  Erodium botrys 5 no FACU Dominance Test is >50%
5. Elymus triticoides 50 yes FAC | Prevalence Index Is <3.0"
8. Cyperus eragrostis _— —_— FACW O Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
7. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
8 — —_— J— O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain}
60% = 40, 20% =16 80 = Total Cover ;
. . - indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
y : : y
Woodv Vine Stratum. (Plot size ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1 - -
2 — — I Hydrophytic
50%=___ ,20%= ="Tatal Cover Vegetation Yes [ No O
. - Present?
% Bare Ground in Herb Siratum % Cover of Biotic Crust
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0




Project Site:

SOIL

Sampling Point: 3B

Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Color (moist} % Color {Moist} % Type' Loc?
5-18 - -

Remarks

"Type: C= Concentration, D=Depietion, RM=Reduced Mairix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2| ocation:

PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Solf Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.}

Indicators for Probiematic Hydric Soils®:

[ Histosol (A1) K  Sandy Redox {S5) O 1 cm Muck (A9) {LRR C}
[ Histic Epipedon (A2} O Stripped Matrix {S6}) O 2 cm Muck (A10) {LRR B}
[0 Biack Histic (A3} O Loamy Mucky Mineraf (F1) O Reduced Vertic (F18)}
[0 Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) [d  Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [0  Red Parent Material {TF2}
[0 Stratified Layers {(AS) (LRR C) [ Depleted Matrix {F3) O Other (Explain in Remarks)
O 1cmMuck (A9} (LRR D) || Redox Dark Sutface (F6)
[0 Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) [d  Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
[J Thick Dark Surface {A12) O Redox Depressions (F8) *Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
[0 Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) O  Vemal Pools (FS) wetland hydrology must be present,
[d Sandy Gleyed Mairix (S4) uniess disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer {if present):
Type: o
Depth {Inches): ___ Hydric Solls Present? Yes [} No <
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary indicators {minimum of one required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required}

3 Surface Water (A1) O  saltCrust (B11} [0 water Marks (B1) (Rivering)

[0 High Water Table {A2} [0  Biofic Crust (B12) [0 Sediment Deposits (B2} {Riverine}

‘El Saturation {(A3) [0  Agquatic Inverlebrates (B13) [0 Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine)

O  water Marks {B1) (Nonriverine) [1. Hydrogen Suliide Odor (C1} [0 Drainage Patterns (B10}

[1 Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine} [0  Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) [0 Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

[  Diift Deposits (B3) {Nonrlverine} [1  Presence of Reduced lron (C4) [1 Crayfish Burrows (C8)

O Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [0 Recent iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [0 Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery {C9)
[0 Inundation Visibie on Aerial Imagery {B7) {1  Thin Muck Surface (C7) [1 Shallow Agquitard (D3)

O Water-Stained Leaves {B9) [0  Other (Explain in Remarks) [d1 FAC-Neutral Test {D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes [0 No. [ Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes X Ne O Depth (inches):

gﬁéﬂig‘;tgﬁfg;tz_m ge) Yes X No @O Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [1 No X

Describe Recorded Data {stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

Upland point of swale with standing water downstream; no hydrology indicators in our location

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project Site: San Clemente ' Clty/County: Carmel Valley/Monterey Sampling Dale: 01/17/2013

Applicant/Owner: Cal Am/ CCC State: CA Sampfing Point: WL3
Investigator(s): Jan Novak/ Katie Dudney Section, Township, Range:
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave Slope {%):
Subregion (LRR): LRRC tat tong: _____ Datum: ____
Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No [ (if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation [, Soil [1, orHydrology [0 significantiy disturbed? Are “Nommal Circumstances” present? Yes I No O
Are Vegetation [], Soil [1, orHydrology [1 naturally problematic? {if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophylic Vegetation Present? Yes K No O
Hydric Soil Present? Yes K No O Is the Sampled Area within a Wetland? Yes B4 Ne O
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes K No [

Remarks: In Carex/ willow meadow; most depressed point In extended vegetation community.

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of piants.

Tree Stralum (Plotsize ) f/:bggsg Islogir;asr;t g@or Dominance Test Worksheet:
1. Salix fasiolepis 10 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species 3 ™)
2 _ - - That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: = )k
3. — J— —_— Total'N umber of Dominar}t . 3 ®
4. o - - Species Actross All Strata: =
50% = 20%=___ _ = Totat Cover Percent of Dominant Species 100 */B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size:___ ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: -
1 o I . . Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 I o . Total % Cover of : Multiply by:
3 - — — OBL species - xt=
14 R N . FACW species . x2=
5 N R FAC species - x3= ____
50%=__  ,20%=____ e = Total Cover FACU species - xd= ______
Herb Straium (Plotsize:___ ) UPL species — x5= ___
1.  Carex barbarae 80 yes EAG Column Totals: A) — (B
2,  Polypogon monspeliensis . 10 —— FACW Prevalence Index=B/A=______
3.  Gerapium dissectum 5 —— z Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
4. Erodium bofrys 5 iC_L_J X< Dominance Test'is >50%
5.  Elymus triticoides 50 yes FAC O Prevalance Index is <3.0°
6. Cyperus eragrostis — S EACW O Morphological Adaptations’ {Provide supporting
7. . L - data In Remarks or on a separate sheef)
8 — —_— Ju— O Problematic Hydrophylic \Iegeta\ﬁon1 (Explain)
50% =9, 20% =28 —  Total Cover ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum_ (Piot sizet___) be rjresent.ounlstgsrs diss?:JrEl;gd or probler¥1atic.ogy "
1. .
2 — I - — Hydrophytic
50%=__,20%=_____ - = Total Cover Vegetation Yes X No [
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum  _____ % Cover of Biotic Crust Fresent?
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers . Afid West — Version 2.0




Project Site:

SOIL Sampling Point: 3
Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Color {moist) % Color {Moist) % T__wﬁ _L_g:ﬁ Texture Remarks
0-18 : : 5 10YR 4/8 c M sand  __

NN

1Type: C= Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: {Applicable to all LRRs, uniess otherwise noted.)

indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™

[0 Histosol (A1} B Sandy Redox (S5) O 1 cm Muck (A9) {LRR C)

[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [0  Stripped Mairix (S6) O  2cmMuck {A10) {LRR B}

1 Black Histic (A3) O  Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) O  Reduced Vertic (F18}

[0 Hydrogen Suifide (A4) 3  Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) O Red Parent Material {TF2)

[0 Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C) O  Depieted Matrix {F3) O  Other (Expiain in Remarks)

O 1 emMuck({A9) (LRR D) O Redox Dark Surface {F6)

[0 Depleted Below Dark Surface {A11) O Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

O  -Thick Dark Surface (A12) [0  Redox Depressions (F8) Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
0  sandy Mucky Mineral (St) O . Vernal Pools (F9) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 Sandy Gleyed Matfrix (S4) uniess disturbed or probiematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):

Type: _

Depth (Inches): Hydric Soils Present? Yes X No O
Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply)

Secondary indicators (2 or more required)

[ Surface Water (A1) - O  saltCrust (B11} O waler Marks {B1) {Riverine}

High Water Table {A2) [0 Biotic Crust (B12) [0 Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine)

[  Saturation (A3} O Aquaﬁc invertebrates (B13}) [0 Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine)

[0 Water Marks (B1) {Nonriverine) O  Hydrogen Sulfide Odor {C1) O Drainage Patlerns (B10)

[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine) [0 Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) [0 Dry-Season Water Table {C2)

[0  Drift Deposits (B3) {Nonriverine) [0  Presence of Reduced iron (Cd) [0 Crayfish Burrows (CB)

O  Surface Soit Cracks (B6) [0 Recentiron Reduction in Tilled Seils (C6) [0 Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9}
O  Inundation Visikie on Aerial imagery (B7} [0  Thin Muck Surface (C7) [J shallow Aquitard (D3}

[0 Water-Stained Leaves (B9) [0  Other (Explain in Remarks) [0 FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations: .

Surface Water Present? Yes O No [ Depth {inches):

Water Table Present? Yes X No [ Depth (inches): 4"

2:;?&:22@;5;%“‘%[1 08) Yes K N [ Depth (inches): 0" Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if avaitable:

Remarks:

Swale with standing water downstream, high water table/ saturation at our location.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West - Version 2.0
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Date: February 15, 2013, revised April 5, 2013

To: Project Team

From: URS:

Francesca Demgen, Katherine Dudney, Letty Brown, Anna Larsen, Michael Carbiener,

Subject: TFindings of the vegetation, tree inventory, and wildlife field surveys within the Access

Route Alterllafive Alignments of the Carmel River Reroute and San Clemente Dam
Removal Project, Monterey County, California

INTRODUCTION

This memorandum (memo) summarizes the findings of the vegetation, tree count, and wildlife
suryeys-conducted on alternative construction access road alignments for the Carmel River
Reroute and San Clemente Dam Removal (CRRDR) Project. The alterhative entrance road
alignments were deveioped in response 10 publlc comment. The field surveys identified
vegetation communities, qpecif ¢ trees and wildlife features at the West Entrance Option, the
East Entrance Option, the pipeline route option (between the west and east options), the Sleepy
Hollow Ford area, and the entrance location mapped on Figure 3.2-2 for the Proponents
Proposed Project in the 2008 Final Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact
Statement for the San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Projeet (2008 FEZR/EIS) (Entrix 2008).

Field surveys for wildlife and wildlife habitat were conducted on January 16,2013 by URS
scientists Mike Carbiener (Senior Wildlife Biologist) and Derek Jansen (Wildlife Biologist).
Veaetatmn comniunity and tree count surveys were performed on January 17—18, 2013 by URS
scientists Letty Brown (Forest Scientist, County-approved Certified Arborist), Keith Wright
(Landscape Designer/Restoration Ecologist), Anina Larsen (Botanist), and Ryan Gilpin of
HortScierice, Inc. ’

The purpose of thzs memorandum is to p1esent the results of the field surveys for plant
communities, protected tree species, and wildlife species.and habitat. These data will inform a
comparison of alternative construction access route alignments for environmental compliance
documents and future construction design.,

VEGETATION COMMUNITY SURVEY

Field surveys-were conducted in 2013 to map vegetation community distribution within the new
project alignments and to determine if any new vegetation communities are present in the new
aligiiments, Vegetation community definitionsised in the 2008 FEIR/ELS were consolidated to
facilitate data comparison..

Methods The distribution of the vegetation communities within the project area was mapped by
hand on aerial photographs based ori 2013 field data. The project area is defined on Figure'l.
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within the red “Project area” lines. The project area delimited on Figure 1 includes multiple
access alternatives, more area is evaluated than will be impacted. The vegetation maps were
di gitized us’ing ESRI AreGIS. 'Veg,etation communities present in the project area were mapped
in six categories: riparian forest/riparian scrub, oak-woodlands, chapanai non-native annual
grassland, weﬂand and disturbed/developed.

Resulls Brief descrlpt'lons of the vegetation communities are presented below and correspond to
vegetation series from the 2008 EIR, Section 4.5.1. The distribution of vegetatlon communities.
in'the project area are shown i Figure 1.

Ripar dai Forest / Riparian Serub The 2013 vegetation survey mapped Riparian Forest and
Riparian Scrub, which are at a broader classification level and include the following more
specific riparian vegetation associations used in the 2008 EIR: Central Coast Cottonwood-
Sycamore Riparian Forest, White Alder Riparian Forest, and the Arroyo Willow Seties. Within
the project area, Riparian Forest-and Riparian Scrub were mapped adjacent fo Tulareitos Creek
and on its floodplains, including along the West.and East Enfrance Options. Ripanan vegetation

also bordered the Sleepy Hollow Ford crossing of the Carmel Rtvex and was present in the
vicinity of the Sleepy Hollow Steeihead Rearing F aozhty

The dominant-Riparian Forest large trees include black cottonwood (Populus trichocarpa fform.
Populus balsamifera subsp. trichocarpal), California sycamotre (Platanus racemosa), red
willow (Salix laevigata), and -white alder (Almrs ﬂvomb(fo[m) Arroyo witlow (Salix lasiolepis)
can be abundant and form dense thickets of riparian scrub. Coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia),
California buckeye (desculus californica), and California bay: (Unibellularia californica) are
found in the ecotone beétween riparian forest and oak woodland. Characteristic shrub species in
areas of infi equent flooding include common snowberry (Symphoricarpos albus var. laevi garus);.
- poisen-oak (Toxicodendron diversilobium), coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis subsp,
consanguinea, and red-osier dogwood (Cornus sericea). Vines such as California blackberry
(Ruibus-uirsinus) and virgin's bowes (Clematis ligusticifolia) were observed. The herb layer is
comptised of slough sedge (Carex barbarae), California bee-plant (Serophularia californica)
stinging nettle (Urtica dioica ssp. holosericea), and Douglas' mugwott (Artemisia douglasiand).

Oak Woodlands The oak woodland vegetation community inthe project area includes the Coast
Live:Oak Series and Blue Oak Series, as described in the 2008 EIR. The tree-canopy is typically
dense, rrencmliy exceeding 80 pewent (Bcosystems West 1997). Coast live oak is the dominant
tree species. Associated tree species in nore diverse stands include California bay, California
buckeye, madrone (Arbutus menziesir), and an occasional valley oak (Quercus lobata). Due to
the dense canopy, the understory shrub layer of the coast live pak forest is typically poorly
developed. Shrubs and woody vines in the understory include cieeping snowberry
(Symphoricarpos mollis), poison-oak, and California blackberry. Herb cover also is generally
sparse to moderate, but includes wood fern (Dryopleris argutd), yerba buena (Satureja
douglasiiy, and western vye.grass (Elymus glocus).
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In upland portions of the project area, coast live oak woodland is dominant. Oak woodlands are
found along the West Entrance Ridge Option, the High Road, the Filter Plant Option, and the
Filter Plant Pipeline Option. Small numbers of California bay laurel, madrone, and buckeye are
observed in coast live oak woodlands. A stand of blue oaks was mapped along the High Road,
and corresponds to the Blue Oak Series mapped in the 2008 EIR, Figure 4.5-1.

Chaparral This vegetation community includes the Chamise, Chamise-Black Sage, and
‘California Sagebrush series described in the 2008 EIR. Chaparral typically forms a dense, often
meenenabie scrub fayer that is thice to ten feet in height. Herbs are generally sparse-or-absent
except in localized openings. Chamise {dderosioma fascicilatupi) and black sage (Salvia
mellifera) are the dominant species in this conmmunity. Other shrub species sometimes found in
this series include jimbrush (Ceanothus oliganthus var. sorediatus), California sagebrush
(Artemisia californica), California buckwheat (Erfogonum fasciculatun), and poison oak.

‘Chaparral is widespread on the driest and most exposed south- and west-facing slopes in the
southern half of the pxq;ect area, primarily along the southem ‘portion of the High Road. '
Chapartal is also present in the vicinity of the stagmcr area at the south end ofthe I‘IItm Plant
Pipeline Option road.

Non-Native Annual GraSsland'These grasslands correspond to the California Annual Grassland
Series described in the 2008 EIR and are generally dominated by non-native annual grasses and
native and non-native herbs, including ripgut brome (Bromuus diandrus), soft chess (B,
hordeaceus), slender wild oat (dvena barbatd), long-beaked filaree (Erodium botrys), and valley
lessingia (Lessingia glanduliferay. Some stands of this commumty have been subject to obvious
disturbarices suclx as brush clearing and gar admg

Annval grassland communities occur on a number of localized sites aleng roads and throughout
the project area, mclmhnOr in the Carmel River ﬂoodplam and in upland regions.

Wetlairds The pr 0}3&& area was surveyed for water and wetland features and the results are
disciissed in 4 separate meriorandum, Ih summaty, orle non-jurisdictional wetland feature ocours
within the footprint of the alternative alignments and it can be avoided. The wetland is located in
the southern portion of the West Bntrance Ridge Option alignment. The feature is classified
within the Cowardin system as a Palustrine Emergent Non-Persisterit wetland. The dominant
hydrophytic vegetation includes arroyo willow {Salix ]aszoiepls) wﬂh an herbaceous understory
dominated by Santa Barbara sedge (Carex barbarae).

Deveioped’/ Disturbed The Developed and Disturbed vegetation category is used when mapping
ornamental landscaping and human disturbance. For the project area this category designates
roadways, buildings and other developed facilities and associated landscaped areas. This
category: includes bare ground resulting from disturbances such as grading, excavating, or brush
clearing, The species of vegetation in these habitats vary greatly, depending on micro-habitat
conditions, disturbance, and planting history.
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Figure 1, Vegetation Community Field Survey Results, January 17—18, 2013 maps these
vegetation communities.

Conclusions While only the areas shown on Figure 1 were mapped during the January 17-18,
2013 site visit, aerial imagery and reconnaissance site visits suggest that the vegetation
communities described in this memo also would apply to areas between the west and east
alignments. Vegetation mapping is generally consistent with that provided in the 2008 FEIR/EIS
which extcndcd beyond the boundaries of the originally ploposed Tularcitos Access Road.

TREE INVENTORY SURVEY

The tree inventory survey gathered data for multiple uses, as follows:

e Monterey County’s protected tlees are unique fm each area plan (boundaly mapped on
Figure 1)

o Cachagua Area Plan: oaks Santa Lucia fir, black cottonwiood, Fremont
vcottonwood box-elder, willow, California bay, western sycamore, redwood, and
thadrone

o Greater Montergy Peninsula Area Plan: oaks, Montelev pine, and redwood.

o (California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW) ripatian trees: defined as species
located spatially within the ripatian zone and include big leaf maple, box: clder, white:
alder, western sycamore, black cottonwood, valley oak, sandbal willow, arroyo wxllow

. red willow, and Califor ma bay :

Trees with Monteley CounLy pLOtLCtLC] status may also be categorized as CDFW riparian. Survey
methods used in 2013 were consistent with the detailed inventory methodology for “protected
trees,” as defined in CRRDR Arborist Report-and Forest Management Plan (AR/FMP). In
summary, live protected trees.with a diameter.of six inches or greater at two feet above mean
grade were inventoried by species and size class. Individual pwtectcd trees were mapped and -
assigned a unique identifier, Dead trees meeting the size requirement were inventoried.

Landmark trees; defined as trees with a diameter of 24 inches at two feet above mean grade,
were tagged.‘ '

Foi CDFW, upanan Woody stemmed plants greater than two.inches in diameter at breast height
(DBH) were measured and counted by species and size class as follows: 27 to <67, 6" 6 <12”
127°- <187°, and 18- <24”’, Landmark trees (defined as trees with a DBH > 24”) were tagged
with.a numerically coded tag and size (recorded to the nearest 0.1 inch) and species were
recorded. .

Tree inventory information was downloaded from data collection devices and data sheets and
compiled in Microsoft Excel spreadsheets. Tree location maps were created in ESRI ArcMap
using a comibination of field maps and GPS coordiates. Where available, GPS coordinates were
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uploaded and approximate locations for the remaining trees were manually plotted. The data files
and map files were then merged in ESRI ArcGIS.

Results Intotal 1,434 trees protected by Monterey County Resource Management Agency were
inventoried within the project area (Figures 2.1 and 2.2, Table 1), Of the protected trees, eighty-
four percent were coast live oak, six percent were California bay, four percent were black
cottonwood, and three percent were willows. The remaining specxes {western sycamote,
madrone, Montetcy pine, valley oak, and blue oal) were present in small numbers, ¢ach
representing one percent or less of the protected tree population. These numbers do not represent
the final number of trees that will potentially be impacted. Because multiplé alignment options
were surveyed for both the Entrance and the Filter Plant routes and are being compared in this
memo, the total number of trees that Wlil potentially be impacted will be qmaﬁel than those
presented here.

In -addition to the trees mapped for Monterey County, 650 ripatian trees were inventoried using CDFW’s
protocol witliin the access route alternatives. Of these, 52 were wiite alder (& percent), 564 (87 percent)
were willows, and 28:(4%) were black-cottonwood, Two additional small (<6° DBH) westein sycamores.
were inventoried; one was inthe WestEntrance Option Alignment.and one was near the Sleepy Hollow
Fard. Finally, threg big leaf maple and one California buckeye were inventoried. Of these additional
trees, 97% were less than six inches DBH; the 19 irees greater than 51\ inches DBH were big leaf maples
or white alders which are niot County-protected. ,

Conclusions The tree species desci ibed hem are present thloughout the area. While the
alignments may vary-in the number of frees impacted, the species impacted will be similar to
those described here, These impacts are similar o those described in the 2008 FEIR/EIS for the _
Tularcitos Access Road.. '

CVERVIEW OF WILDL!FE

Within the project area, Tularcitos Creek area has suitable habitat for Cahfm nia Red Legged Frog
(CRL]") and forest and woodlands provide suitable habitat for Monterey dusky-footed wood rats and
various raptors, (passerines, and othei species protegted.under the Migtatory Bird Treaty Act [MBTA])

o Nonew wildlife species:of concetn that were not addressed in the 2008 FEIR were observed nor
their habitat mapped during the 2013 field surveys,

Methods The disttibution of wood rat nests within the project area was mapped by hand in the field-on
aerial photographs and using a Trimble explorer GPS unit. Additionally, habitats for special status
species, including passetines, raptors, and other species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act,
were surveyed on foot and mapped in the field by hand on aerial photographs. These photographs and
maps were digitized using ESR1.ArcGIS..

The habitat assessment for CRLF, Monterey -dusicy-footed wood rat and nesting birds is discussed below.
Fisheries resources are discussed in a separate memo.
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Table 1: Protected Trees Surveyed January 17-18, 2013, by Location and Size Class

Landmark >24” 9
D

Alternative
ing

Blue oak
Madione
Dead

Valley oalk
Willow spp.
Coast live palc
California bay

-Willows

Cosnst live oalk
California bay -
Monterey pine

_ Valley sak

Black cottonwood
Moiiterey

“Western sycaniore

Blaci cationwood:

West ’ .
Entratce 18| 0
Oplion

(=]
EN
i
[«
=
(]
(=]
5] V
e
5]
£
G
[
<
[=
=

Eitrance | 37 | . 0 1 290 - 1 4 100 {04 0 |34 ] 3 I8 10 0 04 1
O ptimix ) : BT X K . : |

West . ) - _
| Bntance ) o0 f g | o | 10b ¢ fwsloloe lazlol|sdtnnlolo]o
Ridge o ‘ i : ] ; |

Qptibn ) i : i :

Tilter: ) ) o ’ o .

Plaiit 31704 0 00 J I 65 (010 |0 0|50 ] 0 00
Option : : ' : ' :

Filter ) : P
Plant Wl ilo o | oo Jwslofo| e oo ]3]
Bipcling : - i : { 1. : )
Option : ’ ’ '

‘Other Project Components (Cotimectors fo the Access Route Optionsy -

Tularcifos
 Main ) 4 i : S : R ]

(includes 1 58 | 2 0] 0P 1. .3 575 13 )5 24020 149 ] 4 O 9
High. - ‘ : )

Road)
Sagig | jo |0 |0 | oop Lo st jol ot lolo]o o]t
ATEAS . i . .
*This table divides the total trees counted intomultiple construction alternatives-and project comporieiits.. Because samne constriction alternatives
averlap, some trees aré representéd more than once in this table; thus the summed table contents i 1,555, Le, - greater than thie 1,434 trees counted.

California red-legged frog

Potentially suitable aquatic-and upland habitats for CRLF breeding, refugia, and dispersal ocours .
throughout the project atea; it is most prevalent in the northern portion near Tularcitos Creek and near the:
Sleepy Hollow Ford. The guality of CRLF habitat within the project area vaties and depends on various
factors including the duration of water inundation/ponding, pond/pool structure and depth, vegetative
cover (e.g,, emergent, overhanging, riparian), and presence of exotic predators (e.g., bullfrog). The

Carme! River may more likely be used by adults and juveniles for shelter and foraging habitat.
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During 2011 surveys, algae was observed on many of these isolated ponds. Algae provides
escape cover from predators and forage and cover for an-insect prey base for CRLF adults,

Tularcitos Creek Tularcitos Creek within the project area may provide habitat for adult and
juvenile rearing during wet years. In most years, the water levels within this creek are not
sufficient to provide juvenile rearing habitat, but would provide adult refugia and dispersal
habitat.

Access Roads The access roads associated with the proposed action generally provide marginal
dispersal habitat for CRLF. During periods of wet weather (1.e., rain or fog) CRLF may travel
across upland habitats in the area of the access roads.

Monterey dusky-footed wood rat (Neotonia fuscipes luciana).

‘This subspecies of the dusky-footed wood rat is a California species of special concern. It is
-common to abundant in deciduous and evergreen woodland habitats that provide dense overstory

and understory cover. It can also be commonly found in chaparral, coastal scrub, and riparian
habitats. Wood rats.build houses of sticks; bark; leaves, and other forest debris at the base of, or
within the canopy of a shrub, tree, orother structure, Woodrat nests are common throughout the
project area, ocourring neatly everywhere that provides suitable habitat. Each-of the potential
access routes would have 1mpacts an woodrat nests. Depending upon the route chosen, the

-number of nesis that would be: lmpacted varies.

Mzgraz‘w P Bird Ttea{yAa Prm‘ecfed Speczes

The praject limits of work includes habitat for bird: specnea protected by the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act, moludmg raptors and passeunes A pre-nesting sedson survey was. conducted and
nests mapped. A preconstruction suivey will: be-conducted fot niesting raptors and passerines.
Active nests will be avoided as described in the; CDFW. permit (’500 feet for 1apt01 nests and 250
feet: for all passerine nests).

‘Conc;lzrsians The species and habitats that are described here are potentially present throughout
the area. While the alignments may vary in the quantity of habitat impacted (e.g., number of trees
or:nests removed), the types of species and habitats: impactcd are likely to be similar across
alignments. These impacts are similar to those descr 1bed in the 2008 FEIR/L‘IS for the Tularcitos
Access Road.
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Exhibit O

Letter from Douglas J. Gardner
(July 26, 2012)



July 26, 2012

Trish Chapman

California State Coastal Conservancy
1330 Broadway, 13t floor

Oakland, CA 94612-2530

RE: Old Carmel River Dam Removal
SCH # 2005091148

Dear Ms. Chapman,

[ am the owner of a home at 19350 Cachagua Rd, in Carmel Valley, California. Iam
aware of the proposed San Clemente Dam removal project; | granted an access
agreement to the project team last spring in order to facilitate archeological
research in connection with County Bridge 529, which is adjacent to my front gate.

I do not have an opinion on the merits of the project itself. I am, however, very
concerned with the potential impacts of the project on the residents of the Cachagua
Valley during construction. I understand that the most current plan for the project,
as described in SEIRs 1 and 2, calls for major access to the project site via Cachagua
Road, from both the Carmel Valley Rd. and Tassajara Rd. intersections. Apparently
the heaviest use will be from the Tassajara end to the east. Large trucks will take
this route, as well as other project traffic.

I was not able to attend the meeting held at the Cachagua General Store a few weeks
ago, but I know that my neighbors came away with many concerns. No one I have
spoken to in Cachagua is happy about the traffic impacts or feels that they were
sufficiently notified or informed in advance about them. [ wanted to write this
comment letter to ensure that specific concerns are addressed through the
environmental review process. My comments are as follows:

Procedural Questions:

How were residents notified about this project? I received no notification or
updates regarding circulation of the SEIRs. Is it possible that residents closer to the
actual site---such as those at Sleepy Hollow---had more formal notification than
Cachagua residents, who will bear significant impact? If newspaper notices were
placed, I would question the effectiveness of that approach in such a rural area
where many people do not have newspaper delivery. Reliance on previous lists of
interested parties does not seem sufficient either since the original project and its
EIR did not so directly impact Cachagua. I asked the archeological team that came to
my property to be sure to let me know when the environmental documentation was
available, but I received no notices. This lack of notice does not sit well. Itis the
responsibility of the sponsor to do all it can to make sure all affected parties are
familiar with the project and aware of the public process, especially in light of the
fact that this appears to be a tax-payer funded project.



I believe that the informational meeting recently held in Cachagua took place after
the close of comment for SEIR 1. Informational meetings are helpful, but in this case
should have happened before the close of the comment period and residents should
have been formed of the existence of the SEIR and their right to comment.

The comment period for SEIR 2 is open till July 29, so please consider this letter a
comment letter. Since these comments are traffic related, they also apply to SEIR 1.
The two SEIRs and 2 projects are linked; they cannot be piecemealed. After all,
Addendum 2 states that bridge materials “would be disposed at an approved offsite
facility”, suggesting that even more truck traffic will be directed to Cachagua Rd.

Cachagua residents do not understand why this long route through their community
was selected when shorter routes much closer to the project were rejected. There is
concern that the gate-guarded Sleepy Hollow community was able to influence the
decision to keep this project out of their backyards and force its impacts on
Cachagua. SEIR analysis suggested that alternate routes would have had an adverse
impact on flora and fauna. Why were studies not done in regard to the impacts to
people in Cachagua? Should there not have been Noise and Air Quality studies?
Impacts that stretch for four or more years cannot be dismissed as “short-term” or
“temporary”. It does not appear that decision makers had all the analysis that
should have been made available to them.

Operational Questions:

Cachagua residents are very concerned about the traffic impacts to Cachagua Rd.
They rely Cachagua Rd on a daily basis to get to and from work; truck traffic can
have a major impact on this commute. There will also be a potentially dangerous
impact to emergency access, not only for fire fighters but for individuals who may
need prompt medical attention not available in Cachagua Valley.

Also, the added heavy truck traffic on Carmel Valley Road may have unfortunate
consequences. This is already a dangerous road, and by extending the route of
construction vehicles 8 miles further east than a more sensible access route
adjacent to Sleepy Hollow, the County will be creating frustration that may cause
drivers to take risks in passing slow trucks. This is not a minor issue.

It appears that the successful contractor will have to produce a “traffic management
plan”; will this plan have public review and input? The following questions and
comments apply to Community meeting presentation at Cachagua, the SEIR and to
the traffic management plan:

-Do the estimated construction trips shown on the “Construction Traffic Estimate”
include Construction Equipment Mobilization? What do the footnotes allude to on
this chart? There are no notes explaining the footnote numbers.

-The management plan should require the posting trip estimates in advance on a
monthly basis.



-The County and Contractor should have a “hot-line” manned by a live body to
receive reports of violations of any traffic management requirements. Violations
should result in penalties.

-The traffic management plan should set standards for truck and bus brake
maintenance; the screech brakes on the Cachagua grade will be fierce.

-Will the County and/or Contractor have the ability to change the proposed
“improvements” to Cachagua Rd? If so how will residents be notified?

-Trucks should be required to pull over at designated lay-by zones along both
Cachagua and Carmel Valley roads to permit passage of cars stuck behind slow
moving vehicles. Truck drivers should be instructed to allow passenger vehicles to
pass whenever possible.

-What will be the permitted hours and days of truck operations? The Community
Meeting presentation said “material hauling” would be limited to 9 a.m. to 3 p.m.
Monday through Friday; what about heavy equipment mobilization?

Please also consider and comment on the economic impact of this construction
work. During the multi-year timeframe of this work, many homeowners may wish
to market their homes for sale. What will be the impact on potential sales price to
the disclosure of this long-term disruption?

Physical Alteration Questions:

It should be noted that Cachagua is a scenic country road. There is no discussion of
potential aesthetic impacts to this road, which is utilized and enjoyed by visitors,
cyclists and many others. It is not simply a back-woods truck route.

The Community meeting presentation indicated 5 specific “improvements” to be
made to Cachagua Rd. My comments to these proposals are as follows:
-Regarding Bridge 529, it does not appear that the bridge will be widened, only
structurally reinforced: is this correct? Can I request, as a concession to the
community, that this bridge also be cleaned up and painted?

-Regarding the improvements to the Cachagua-Tassajara intersection, are these
permanent changes? They appear only as useful to construction traffic. Will any
existing vegetation be removed? Will this area be restored after construction?
-In general, this road is not always in great shape; the significant truck traffic will no
doubt cause additional damage. Will damage be repaired on an ongoing basis?
-Will there be additional tree removal or pruning along Cachagua Rd.?

-What are the “staging areas”?

-Will the community be informed if the contractor wants to make other
“improvements” in addition to these five? Will traffic be allowed to use these
portions of the road while the improvements are under construction? Will
Cachagua Rd. be closed at any time?

Finally, I would like to point out that the construction of this project will create
burdens for the Cachagua community with no benefit other than the advertised
improvement to a remote interior environment. It is customary, when communities
are impacted, to provide compensating benefits beyond required mitigations. |



would suggest that the perceived negative effects of this project could in part be
offset by some compensatory benefits, such as landscaping, lighting, park
improvements, etc. [ suspect that the community, if asked, would have ideas.

Again, I am not necessarily opposed to the dam removal project itself, except to the
extent that its construction negatively---and seemingly unfairly---affects the
residents of Cachagua. I also want to point out that this letter reflects the questions
and comments of many in my community who were not made aware of the
comment period process and have not written letters. [ can assure you that I am not
the only concerned resident. [ hope that you will take these comments under
consideration, provide answers where requested, and work hard to address our
very real concerns. Also, [ wish to be placed on whatever list you are keeping
regarding information about the dam project in general and Cachagua Rd. in
particular.

Thank you.

Douglas J. Gardner
19350 Cachagua Rd.
Carmel Valley CA 93924

Cc: County Supervisor Dave Potter
Catherine Bowie, Cal-American Water Company
Joyce Ambrosius, NOAA
Amy Roberts, Monterey County Planning Commission
Jeffrey Szytel, Water Systems Consulting, Inc.

This letter will be distributed both by email and regular mail.



Exhibit P

Applicant’s Response to Douglas J. Gardner
Requests (August 17, 2012)
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Initial Responses to Doug Gardner Comments/Requests of 8/15/12

Comment/Request

Initial Response

Limited hours for the movement of construction equipment (9-3)

The Supplemental EIR includes the provision that: Equipment mobilization trips|
would avoid peak traffic hours and would be coordinated with both the
Cachagua Fire and Monterey Regional Fire Districts. Mobilization trips would
also be coordinated with the local school bus schedules to avoid trips when
school busses are running along Tassajara and Cachagua Roads. The MMRP
further defines limits to truck deliveries and worker shifts to avoid commute and
school bus traffic between 6 am and 8:30 am, and from 3:30 pm to 6 pm.

Hours should also be limited for the movement of any large, slow trucks,
such as those used for the off-haul of debris

Haul trips would also be coordinated as described above.

Designated lay-by areas along Cachagua Road with requirement that dam-
related traffic must pull into lay-bys to permit passenger vehicles to pass.

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) requires that turn-outs
will be used by construction equipment so emergency vehicles may pass.
Construction truck escort vehicles will facilitate this effort. The Traffic
Management Ptan will require all dam related traffic to use existing turn-outs sqg
vehicles may pass. No new lay-bys (turn-outs) would be constructed.

Estimated monthly trips should be posted at each end of Cachagua Road at
the start of each month

The Traffic Management Plan will require posting of estimated monthly trips at
at each end of Cachagua Road. The Traffic Coordination and Communication
Plan will schedule truck deliveries and identify and use a resident (on-site)
Traffic/Transportation Coordinator. Monthly trips were discussed in the April
2012 Supplemental EIR, Section 4.9.

No full road closures. At most, partial closures will be permitted during
construction of 2 switchback improvements with one lane kept operational
for local traffic. No full closures at night.

Full-road closure is no longer proposed during the switchback construction
period. Permit conditions and contractor bid package documentation will be
amended to provide for non-peak hour, weekday road closures at two adjacent
switchbacks for an approximately 8 to 10 week period, allowing one-lane
passage for all vehicles at night and during peak hours (between 6 am and 8:3(
am, and from 3:30 pm to 6 pm), and 24/7 access for emergency vehicles. No
night work would be conducted.

Truck brakes must be properly maintained to minimize noise impacts

The MMRP requires the use of "quiet design construction equipment, eliminate
unnecessary idling, and to implement good maintenance and lubrication
procedures (see Noise MM#2). In addition, traffic/Transportation Coordinator
and contact number would be made available (see related responses above
and below).

One lane closures must be manned at each end.

One lane closures would be manned by flagmen and/or automated traffic signal
systems.

Should be limitations on the time allowed for partial closures. Contractor
must complete work within allocated time.

This will be detailed in the Traffic Management Plan that will be submitted to thq
County for approval. This and other traffic measures will be enforced by the
Monterey County Public Works Department, per the MMRP.

Hot line should be maintained, manned by live body, to receive complaints 0|
reports of violations. Violations should carry with them fines to discourage
contractor abuse.

A Traffic/Transportation Coordinator will be available on-site and accessible by
telephone. Contact information for the owner's representative would be made
available to the public.

County inspectors should closely monitor contractor operations on
Cachagua Road to ensure conformance to traffic management plan.

The County-approved MMRP requires the Monterey County Public Works

Department to monitor and enforce compliance. Contractor monitoring will

occur daily and quarterly reports will be submitted to the County throughout
construction.

Cachagua Road should be maintained throughout construction period.
Contractor will be required to return road to original sate at end of
construction, but road should not be allowed to deteriorate for 4+ years until
repaired.

The contractor will monitor road conditions and make repairs for safe, drivable

use throughout the construction period (e.g., potholes would be repaired etc.).

Any further repairs would be made at the end of the project as discussed in the
April 2012 SEIR.

Contractor will be forbidden to make any changes to Cachagua road other
than the specific changes set forth in the bid documents.

The contractor wouid only construct the approved work as defined in the bid
documents. If for some reason changes were proposed, the county would be
informed and have review and approval opportunity. Depending on the
proposed change, permits may need to be amended and supplemental
environmental review, public input, and County approval as a responsible
agency may be necessary.

IAny additional changes proposed by contractor must be approved by County
and reviewed in advance by Cachagua Property Owners Association, which
will serve as conduit for all construction related community issues.

As described above, any additional road improvements proposed by the
contractor would need to be reviewed by the County.

Dust and dirt must be controlled as trucks exit from Jeep Road.

Soil stabilizers will be applied to disturbed construction areas, as needed. Haul
trucks will maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard; remove excess dirt from tires
prior to the use of public roads; and, secure and cover loose-material loads.
Signs will be posted with names and telephone numbers of both project and
Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District staff to contact regarding
dust complains. This person will respond to complains and take corrective
action within 48 hours. Dust control measures will meet Air Quality standards.
A 15 mph limit will be enforced on unpaved roads.
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Public Comments


















Schubert, Bob J. x5183

From: Corey Cate [cateintracy2@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Friday, April 26, 2013 7.26 PM

To: Schubert, Bob J. x5183

Subject: Carmel River Dam removal, support

April 26, 2013
Tracy, California

Dear Mr Mendez, via Mr. Schubert

As a long time advccate for including nature's gifts to us as worthy of respect when it
comes to water issues, I add my name to the many who support dam removal.

It is clear today, that maintenance and in many cases, preservation of what exists as
natural and native has great value. I ask that the commission grant the permit for
removal of the dam as a way to lawfully respect our natural resources and heritage.

The benefits of this impoundment are now history. We've seen time and time again that that
benefit of a dam has a lifetime. The lifetime is now over for this dam on this river. We
surely count our blessings and acknowledge our forefathers for their work and investment
to assure their needs were met by this river. Those heroic efforts are well in the past
now, and as we know all good things do indeed come to an end.

The value of natural riparian waterways and the native species they support has now
increased within our society and within coastal California. Once ubiquitous, they are now
scarce. This river, in this place, has unique and special reasons for restoration, and the
fishery, the riparian habitat, and the value of water flow down to the ocean are now known
better than at any time in the past. We know we can benefit from removal. We know the
choice to benefit is part of beneficial use policy and part of a core ethic of respect for
Public Trust Doctrine.

Resolving this issue has been a long time coming. Many great reasons both pro and con have
been brought to your attention. Many reasons have been run up the flagpole and discussed,
and the great reasons have stood scrutiny. Restoration's time is now.

You have the documents, the science, the personal and legal opinions, and now you have the
support of the community of scientifically and historically knowledgeable folks.
I trust you will decide in favor of removal.

Sincerely,
Corey Cate

1751 Duncan Drive

Tracy CA 95376
(cateintracy2@sbcglobal .net)
209.221.7899

5th generation Native Californian.
Past President Tracy Fly Fishers
Board Member California Sportfishing Protection Alliance
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Protecking natute. Preserving life”

April 26, 2013

Mr. Jose Mendez

Chair, Monterey County Planning Commission
Monterey County Government Center

168 W. Alisal Street, 2nd Floor

Salinas, CA 93901

RE: Support for the San Clemente Dam Removal Project
Dear Mr. Mendez,

The Nature Conservancy of California expresses, via this letter, its full support for the
San Clemente Dam Removal Project and encourages the Monterey County Planning
Commission to approve the combined permit for the project. The Nature Conservancy is
a nonprofit organization dedicated to preserving the lands and waters on which all life
depends. The San Clemente Dam Removal Project will:

e Restore unimpaired fish passage to 25 miles of high quality steelhead spawning
and rearing habitat;

e Improve habitat for California Red Legged Frog; and

e Restore the ecological connectivity of the Carmel River

Each of these outcomes is vital to the objectives we have for helping to restore natural
systems in Monterey County that provide important benefits to both nature and people in

the county.

Thanks in advance for your consideration.

Brian Stranko

Regional Director, North and Central Coasts
The Nature Conservancy of California

201 Mission Street, 4™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 94105

Letters submitted by email to Bob Schubert, Senior Planner, County of Monterey, at
SchubertBJ@co.monterey.ca.us.




Sleepy Hollow Homeowners Association
C/o Steve Woolpert, President
8 Sleepy Hollow

Carmel Valley, CA 93924
sgwoolpert@comeast.net
831-659-3060

April 19, 2013

Cachagua Land Use Advisory Committee
County of Monterey

Monterey County Planning Department
168 W. Alisal Street, 2™ Floor

Salinas, CA 93901

Subject: San Clemente Dam Removal and Carmel River Re-route Project. Tularcitos High Road
Conditions of Approval.

Dear Cachagua Land Use Advisory Committee Members:

Thank you for receiving our March 27, 2013 letter of recommendations of Conditions of
Approval for the subject project at your last meeting held on March 27, 2013.

Following your meeting, we have had the opportunity to meet with the applicant and discuss
how to best fine-tune the project design, condition its operations, and thereby provide for
protecting the quality of life for our residents. Moreover, we have read the project’s EIR
Addendum (date stamped April 5, 2013; released to the public April 17, 2013).

Our meeting with the applicant has resulted in our agreeing to a number of significant terms
and conditions, subject to their releasing any more project description specifics, including their
having three (3) alternative access route alignments. The feasible mitigations for all three (3)
alignments have a common attribute: Earth material shall be placed {berm) and/or the road
shall be designed (cut and fill) so as to block the line-of-sight of moving equipment and trucks
from our residents occupying the dwellings on Lots 1 — 5. All three (3) alignments are with
respect to the segment of the Tularcitos High Road between the Filter Plant and the Clearwell
Tank, where the project traffic is currently proposed to travel within 2,500" of these dwellings.
The alignments are; '

1. Alignment #1 This would use the existing Pipeline Road and the Filter Plant Road/Spur
Road,

2. Alignment #2 This would use only the Filter Plant Road/Spur Road, and

3. Alignment #3 This would use a Northern portion of the existing Pipeline Road connected
to a new graded connection road up to beyond the applicant’s gate on the San Clemente
Drive (existing upon the lands of the applicant).

The applicant may choose one or more of Alignments #1 — #3. They are illustrated on the
attached Figures 13 and 14.




We have prepared and attached a complete list, including the access-road alignment
alternatives discussed above, of recommended Project Conditions. Should you choose to
recommend approval of this Project, we are respectfulily asking you to please include the
Praject Conditions, as listed on the attachment, in such recommendation.

Please do not hesitate to contact us with any questions or suggestions you may have. Thank
you.

Sincerely,

SLEEPY HOLLOW HOMEOWNERS ASSCCIATION

*&9% G u{l&}m%

BY: Steve Woolpert, Its President.

Attachiments

CC: Richard Svindland, Vice President-Engineering
California American Water




April 19, 2013

San Clemente Dam Removal and Carmel River re-Route Project
Sleepy Hollow Residential Community Considerations
Recommended Conditions of Approval

1. CAW shall design, construct, and use the Tularcitos High Road {THR) from E. Carmel Valley
Road following the alignments as identified in the attached Figures 1, 2, and 13, excepting
that the THR segment between the Filter Plant and the Clearwell Tank may follow one or
more of the following three alignments:

a. Alignment #1 Existing Pipeline Road and the Filter Plant Road / Spur Road,

b. Alignment #2 Filter Plant Road / Spur Road, and

c. Alignment #3 The Northern portion of the existing Pipeline Road and a new graded
connection road beyond the San Clemente Drive gate {existing upon the lands of
CAW).

Alignments #1 — #3 are illustrated on the attached Figures 13 and 14.

2. Alignments #2 and #3 shall be designed to provide for no line-of-sight of cars, trucks
(including exhaust pipes), and equipment as viewed from the dwellings {as if no
vegetation or man-made structures exist} located on Sleepy Hollow Lots 1~ 5.

Earth material, or its equivalent in terms of noise attenuation, used to block line-of-sight,
shall be a several feet higher or wider, as the case may be, than the line-of-sight in order
to adequately mitigate adverse noise for the residents of said dwellings. Moreover, the
appearance of the noise attenuation material, whether it be earth material exposed by a
grading cut, earth berm or temporary structure, shall be in reasonable harmony with the
Sleepy Hollow neighborhood and, before construction, shall first be reviewed by the
Sleepy Hollow HOA and approved administratively by the County of Monterey Planning
Department.

3. Shouid CAW choose to use Alignment #1, the type of project traffic that may use the
Pipeline Road is limited to trucks, automobiles, and pickups. The type of project traffic
that may use the Filter Plant Road/Spur Road is limited to self-propelled heavy equipment
and a fuel truck.

Should CAW choose to use Alignment #2, the type of project traffic that may use the Filter
Plant Road/Spur Road is not limited.

Should CAW choose to use Alignment #3, the type of project traffic that may use the
Northern portion of the Pipeline Road and the new graded connection up to beyond the
San Clemente Drive gate, where it exists on CAW lands, is not limited.




4, CAW may use the Off-Loading and Loading area as identified on the attached Figure 1
only during 9:00am to 3:00pm, non-holiday, weekdays.

Uses allowed in the Off-Loading and Loading area are: Heavy Equipment and materiais
off-loading and loading. The materials specifically permitted include general
construction materials {e.g. piping, landscape materials, sheet piling, aggregate base
rock, demolition timbers). Operating front-end loaders, forklifts, and cranes necessary
for the immediate unloading or loading of allowed equipment and materials,

Uses disallowed in the Off-Loading and Loading area specifically include:

i. Any processing of any materials, including, but not limited to, aggregate,
concrete, timber, vegetation, and soil.

ii. The operation of any portable or stationary machinery, including
electrical generators and air compressors. Maintenance of vehicles or
equipment,

ili. Storage of materials or equipment. “Storage” is defined as being idle or
remaining in the Area in excess of five (5} calendar days.

5. CAW Project use of San Clemente Drive within Sleepy Hollow is strictly limited to
support of its six (6} week construction of the Easternmost 1,000’ segment of the THR
(measured from the THR intersection with E. Carmel Valley Road) and, simuitaneously,
for the purpose of accessing the San Clernente Dam site in order to conduct additional
studies, build fencing, maintain the steelhead program, and the like. Said 1,000/
segment shall be constructed immediately upon Project commencement. [n no case
shall CAW continue such use of San Clemente Drive beyond calendar year 2013.

6. Project traffic using San Clemente Drive as described in Paragraph #5 above is limited, as
follows: a. the Gross Vehicle Weight (GVW} limit is twenty {20} tons, and b. the days
and hours of use are limited to non-holiday, weekdays, with cars and pickups only
within 7:00am - 7:00pm, and ail other traffic and equipment only within 9:00am —
3:00pm.

7. CAW shall immediately {within said 6-week construction period for the easternmost
1,000’ segment) pave such segment of the THR from E. Carmel Valley Road to the Off-
Loading/Loading area shown in the attached Figure 1., and upon Project completion, the
THR route that CAW intends to use as its continuing, post-project, long-term road, shall
then be paved from the Off-Loading/Loading area to the Clearwell Tank




8. Forthe purposes of the Project, CAW's use of the segments of the THR that run from E.
Carmel Valley Road to the Clearwell tank, as identified on the attached Figures 1, 2, 13,
and 14, and as further described herein as Alignments #1 —#3, shall be in the manner as
set forth: Trucks, truck and trailers, and equipment are permitted to operate within the
hours of 9:00am — 3:00pm, non-holiday weekdays. Carpool cars and personal cars and
pickups for employees are permitted to operate 7:00 am — 7:00 pm, Monday — Saturday,
and Supervisors/Managers in personal cars or pickups are permitted to operate 24/7.
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Sleepy Hollow Homeowners Association
C/o-Steve Woolpert, President
8 Sleepy Hollow
Carmel Valley, CA 93924

sgwoolpert@comecast.net
831-659-3060

March 27, 2013

Cachagua Land Use Advisory Committee
County of Monterey

Monterey County Planning Department
168 W. Alisal Street, 2" Floor

Salinas, CA 93901

Subject: San Clemente Dam Removal and Carmel River Re-route Project. Tularcitos High Road
Conditions of Approval.

Dear Cachagua Land Use Advisory Committee Members:

Should you choose te recommend approval of the project to the Monterey County Planning
Commission, we respectfully request that you would incorporate our “recommended
Conditions of Approval” in your approval. They are listed in our March 1, 2013 letter to
Monterey County Planning Staff Member Robert Schubert, and as necessarily amended due to
recent information being disclosed to the public.

At the “Project Community Meeting” held yesterday, March 26, 2013, at 3:30pm at the Hidden
Valley Music Center, the public learned for the first time the numbers of cars and trucks that
are intended to access this project. Project representative Jeffery Szytel said, “During the 6-
week period when the Tularcitos High Road is constructed, there would be a total of 480 one-
way truck trips and, per day, 160 one-way passenger vehicle trips.” He added, “During 2013,
there would be a total of 200 one-way truck trips, which is an average of 3 trips per day during
the 5-month construction season. The number of one-way truck trips in 2014 would be 280,
and in 2015 there would be 240.”

We are amending our March 1, 2013 recommended Condition of Approval #6 to include the
project’s use of the applicant’s Pipeline Access Road for all project traffic (cars, pickups, trucks,
and heavy equipment), while keeping the “Fiiter Plant Road Realignment, Berm, and Turn
Around” for project traffic automobiles and pickups. The Pipeline Access Road is located
further away and down a hillside from Sleepy Hollow homes, eliminating vehicle line-of-site to
significantly improve project noise mitigation.




Please find attached a copy of “Figure 2” of Appendix G, of Volume 3, of the project’s 2008 Final
Environmental impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement, indicating the location of the
Pipeline Access Road with the label: “One-way truck road to dam, slurry pipeline, and conveyor
route”.

We have also prepared the attached list of Conditions of Approval that incorporate those listed
in the March 1, 2013 letter to Robert Schubert, but with its #6 amended accordingly.

Piease do not hesitate to contact us with any guestions or suggestions you may have.

Sincerely,

SLEEPY HOLLOW HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

=TT ~ @%_\
Q§ A ozsen

BY: Steve Woolpert, its President.

Attachments: 2
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March 27,2013
San Clemente Dam Removal and Carmel River Re-Route Project
Sleepy Hollow Residential Community Considerations
Recommended Conditions of Approval

1. CalAm shall design, construct, and use the Tularcitos High Road (THR) from E. Carmel
Valley Road following the alignments as identified in the attached Figure 1 and Figure 2
(with the addition of the Pipeline Access Road) as its sole access for the Project. CalAm
shail not use a San Clemente Drive route through Sieepy Hollow.

2. CalAm shall use the Off-Loading and Loading area as identified on the attached Figure 1
for the sole purpose of heavy equipment off-loading and loading, which may only occur
Monday — Friday, 0900HTrs to 1500Hrs, except in the event of extraordinary
circumstances for which CalAm shall have received Monterey County’s prior written
consent.

3. CalAm shall be allowed to use San Clemente Drive, within Sleepy Hollow, solely for the
support of its construction of the Easternmost 1,000’ segment the THR {measured from
the THR intersection with E. Carmel Valley Road}, and shall complete such 1,000’
segment within 2013.

4. CalAm shall pave the THR from E. Carmel Valley Road to the Off-Loading/Loading area
shown in the attached Figure 1, and upon Project completion, the THR route willbe
additionally paved from the Off-Loading/Loading area to the Clearweli Tank, as shown
on the attached Figure 2. Unpaved roads and unpaved staging and loading and off-
loading areas shall be regularly watered, and paved roads swept.

5. CalAm shall forever prohibit the public or any unauthorized third party to use the THR
for any purpose whatsoever, including the contemplated administrative-access
easement over the THR that CalAm intendsto grant to the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) in conjunction with CalAm’s transfer of its approximate 928 acres of land to the
BLM.

6. There may be two segments of the THR route between the Filter Plant and the Clearwell
Tank. CalAm shall design and construct the THR as shown on the attached Figure 2, with
the alignment and berm at the area shown as “Proposed Filter Plant Road Realignment,
Berm, and Turn Around” to be used by project autos and pickups, and an additional
segment known as the Pipeline Access Road. All project traffic {cars, pickups, trucks,
and equipment) may use the THR segment located upon the alignment of the
applicant’s Pipeline Access Road, reducing any potentially significant adverse noise or
visual impacts to the adjacent residents to levels of insignificance.

1




7. CalAm’s use of that segment of the THR that runs from E. Carmel Valley Road to the
Clearwell tank, as shown on the attached Figures 1 and 2 and including the Pipeline
Access Road, shall be in the manner as set forth: Trucks, truck and trailers, and
equipment exceeding 40 tons Gross Vehicle Weight {GVW) are permitted to operate
within the hours of 9am — 3 pm, non-holiday weekdays. Park and Ride Vans for workers
and Construction Management personal vehicles are permitted to operate Monday ~
Saturday, 7:00 am — 7:00 pm, delivery trucks and equipment less than 40 tons GVW are
permitted to operate Monday -- Friday, 8:00 am — 5:00 pm, and on the portion of the
segment of THR that remains unpaved, all traffic is subject to a speed limit of 15 MPH.
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Sleepy Hollow Homeowners Association
C/o Steve Woalpert, President
8 Sleepy Hollow
Carmel Valley, CA 93924

March 1, 2013
Robert Schubert
Senior Planner
Manterey County Planning Department
168 W. Alisal Street, 2nd Floor Salinas, CA 93901

Subject: Use Permit Application for the San Clemente Dam Removal and Carme] River Re-route
Project (Project)

Dear Mr. Schubert:

We are a rural residential community, formally known as Sleepy Hollow, located adjacent to the
Project’s newly-proposed Tularcitos High Road. While we have not been informed as to the
details of the currently-proposed Project and its contemplated uses (i.e., number and size of
trucks, activities, hours of operations, etc.) of the Tularcitos High Road, we are presenting to
you our current recommendations that tend to alleviate our most-pressing current concerns. If
the Monterey County Planning Commission chooses to approve the Project, we would hope
that it considers our below recommendations as appropriate for inclusion as Use Permit
Conditions of Approval:

1. CalAm shall design, construct, and use the Tularcitos High Road (THR) from E. Carmel
Valley Road following the alignments as identified in the attached Figure 1 and Figure 2 as
its sole access for the Project. CalAm shall not use a San Clemente Drive route through
Sleepy Hotlow.

2. CalAm shall use the Off-Loading and Loading area as identified on the attached Figure 1
for the sole purpose of heavy equipment off-loading and loading, which may only occur
Monday — Friday, 0900Hrs to 1500Hrs, except in the event of extraordinary
circumstances for which CalAm shall have received Monterey County’s prior written
consent.

3. CalAm shall be allowed to use San Clemente Drive, within Sleepy Hollow, solely for the
support of its construction of the Easternmost 1,000’ segment the THR {measured from
the THR intersection with E. Carmel Valley Road), and shall complete such 1,000’
segment within 2013.




4. CalAm shall pave the THR from E. Carmel Valley Road to the Off-Loading/Loading area
shown in the attached Figure 1, and upon Project completion, the THR route will be
additionally paved from the Off-Loading/Loading area to the Clearwell Tank, as shown
on the attached Figure 2. Unpaved roads and unpaved staging and loading and off-
foading areas shall be regularly watered, and paved roads swept.

5. CalAm shall forever prohibit the public or any unauthorized third party to use the THR
for any purpose whatsoever, including the contemplated administrative-access
easement over the THR that CalAm intends to grant to the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) in conjunction with CalAm’s transfer of its approximate 960 acres of land to the
BLM.

6. CalAm shall design and construct the THR as shown on the attached Figure 2, complete
with a noise- and-visual-impacts-mitigating landscaped berm, reducing any potentially
significant and adverse noise or visual impacts to the adjacent residential residents to
levels of insignificance, and a paved turn-around.

7. CalAm’s use of that segment of the THR that runs from E. Carmel Valley Road to the
Clearwell tank, as shown on the attached Figures 1 and 2, shall be in the manner as set
forth: Trucks, truck and trailers, and equipment exceeding 40 tons Gross Vehicle Weight
(GYW) are permitted to operate within the hours of 9am — 3 pm, non-holiday weekdays.
Park and Ride Vans for workers and Construction Management personal vehicles are
permitted to operate Monday — Saturday, 7:00 am — 7:00 pm, delivery trucks and
equipment less than 40 tons GVW are permitted to operate Monday - Friday, 8:00 am -
5:00 pm, and on the portion of the segment of THR that remains unpaved, all traffic is
subject to a speed {imit of 15 MPH.

We trust that our above recommendations are considered reasonable given the potential
enormity of the proposed Project. We welcome your guestions and comments. Thank you,

Sincerely,

SLEEPY HOLLOW HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

By ;:;W(;\,\,ﬁ\‘mstm%b\

Steve Woolpert, President

Attachments: 2
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Exhibit R

Planning Commission Direction Regarding
Additional Information on September 12,
2012 (Distributed in packet for October 31,
2012 hearing)



Exhibit S

List of Questions Raised at Public Meetings
of September 25, 201 (Distributed in packet
for October 31, 2012 hearing)



Exhibit T

Proposed Landscaped Berm






Exhibit U

Sleepy Hollow HOA Memorandum of
Understanding: Summary of Agreement
Terms



Sleepy Hollow HOA Memorandum of Understanding

CAW has a non-exclusive easement along San Clemente Drive through the Sleepy Hollow

community, and intends to utilize this access route for a limited portion of the overall personnel
and material trips for the project until the new Tularcitos-High Road access road is constructed.
Once construction of the Tularcitos-High Road access road is complete, construction traffic will
no longer be allowed to utilize San Clemente Drive without prior written approval from CAW.

CAW executed a Memorandum of Understanding with the HOA (September 4, 2012) which
describes and limits the use of San Clemente Drive by the Design/Builder. Terms and conditions

for Design/Builder’s use of San Clemente Drive are as follows:

1. No vehicles heavier than ten (10) tons, Gross Vehicle Weight, will use San Clemente
Drive for the purposes of the CRRDR project.

2. Use of San Clemente Drive for purposes of the CRRDR project will be no more than
120 round trips per month, with no more than 30 round trips per week (except in the

event of an emergency or unexpected occurrence).

3. No areas within Sleepy Hollow, or at the San Clemente Drive intersection with
Carmel Valley Road, will be used as parking or staging areas for the CRRDR project.

4. Design/Builder must comply with the mitigation measures identified in the FEIR/FEIS
and FSEIR, and the conditions of CAW’s agreement with the HOA as set forth herein,
to reduce any potential adverse effects of the CRRDR project on the Sleepy Hollow
neighborhood. Such mitigation measures and conditions include:

a.

Implementing a trip reduction plan for CRRDR project construction workers
involving a ride-sharing program using buses and/or van pools.

Implementing a CRRDR project traffic coordination and communication plan to
time project travel to avoid peak traffic periods and to provide the HOA with a
point of contact for traffic information;

Limiting speed of CRRDR project traffic on San Clemente Drive to 20 MPH;

Limiting the days and hours of CRRDR project traffic on San Clemente Drive to
Monday through Friday between 8:00AM and 5:00PM, except in the event of an
emergency or unexpected occurrence. Design/Builder will take reasonable steps
to notify CAW and the HOA of any such emergency or occurrence;

Maintaining a traffic log of all San Clemente Drive CRRDR project traffic,
including make and model of vehicle, description of load and Gross Vehicle
Weight, and day and time of passage, and to make this information available as
reasonably requested by CAW and the HOA;



f. Requiring all CRRDR project traffic through Sleepy Hollow to use mufflers as
required by law and/or regulatory agencies with jurisdiction; and

g. As traffic and weather allow, regularly vacuum sweep (municipal street sweeper)
San Clemente Drive as necessary to remove any accumulated CRRDR project
soil.

5. Design/Builder shall not distribute the access code to the Carmel Valley Road gate for
Sleepy Hollow to anyone other than a limited number of CRRDR project
Design/Builder personnel. Design/Builder will maintain a list of its
representatives/contractors receiving the access code. Design/Builder will indemnify
the HOA and the residents of Sleepy Hollow for reasonable costs incurred to repair or
replace any of their respective property damaged by Design/Builder or its
representatives/contractors during the time the CRRDR project is taking place.
Design/Builder shall ensure that the HOA is named as an additional insured on all
commercial general liability policies obtained for purposes of the CRRDR project by
Design/Builder and any representatives/contractors retained by Design/Builder to
work on the CRRDR project.

6. Design/Builder shall prepare a Tularcitos Creek Bridge and San Clemente Drive
(within Sleepy Hollow and out to Carmel Valley Road) inspection report detailing the
pre-CRRDR project condition of said bridge and said drive, and to have any
significant deficiencies that are noted in the report repaired prior to commencement of
the CRRDR project traffic. Design/Builder shall provide a copy of said report to the
HOA and CAW. Design/Builder shall repair the Tularcitos Creek Bridge and San
Clemente Drive within a reasonable time if either is materially damaged by
Design/Builder or its representatives/contractors during the time the CRRDR project
is taking place. Design/Builder shall within a reasonable time following the
completion of the CRRDR project, restore the Tularcitos Creek Bridge and San
Clemente Drive (within Sleepy Hollow and out to Carmel Valley Road) as near as
reasonably practicable to their pre-CRRDR project condition; provided, however,
Design/Builder shall not be responsible for restoration required as a result of damage
caused by other than Design/Builder or its representatives/contractors.

7. Design/Builder shall within two weeks pay to the HOA penalties for the occurrence of
any event as set forth below:

a. Exceeding the limit of 120 round trips per month as set forth in
Paragraph 2: $500 per round trip,

b. Exceeding the limit of 30 round trips per week (except in the event of an
emergency or unexpected occurrence) as set forth in Paragraph 2: $500
per round trip, and,



c. Utilizing vehicles heavier that ten (10) tons Gross Vehicle Weight on
San Clemente Drive as set forth in Paragraph 1: $2,500 per round trip.

8. Design/Builder shall designate a CRRDR project Manager who shall be responsible
for overseeing the traffic log, and conducting all communications with CAW and the
HOA. This person will have the authority to make commitments on Design/Builder’s
behalf with CAW and the HOA.



Exhibit V

Parking Plan









