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STATE OF CALIFORNI A

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT
CYNTHIA BRYAN T

DIRECTOR

Notice of Preparation

May 29, 200 8

To :

	

Reviewing Agencies

Re :

	

Paraiso Springs
SCH# 200506101 6

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Paraiso Springs draf t

Environmental Impact Report (ÉIR) .

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specifi c

information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency .
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely

manner . We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the

environmental review process .

Please direct your comments to :

Jacqueline R. Onciano
County of Monterey Resource Management Agency Planning Dept .
168 W. Alisal Street, 2nd Floor
Salinas, CA 93901

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research . Please refer to the SCH number

noted above in all correspondence concerning this project .

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at

(916) 445-0613 .

Sincerely,

Scott Morgan
Project Analyst, State Clearinghous e

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 10th Street P .O . Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044

(916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 w ww .opr.ca .gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Bas e

SCH# 200506101 6
Project Title Paraiso Spring s

Lead Agency Monterey County

Type NOP Notice of Preparation

Description Combined Development Permit consisting of :

1) An "After the Fact" Environmental Review of demolish 18 structures (9 [nine] potentially significan t
structures and 9 [nine] non-significant structures) from the Paraiso Hot Springs property, Novembe r

2003;
2) General Development Plan for the reconstruction and expansion of the Paraiso Hot Springs propert y
with the following amenities :

A Hotel and Conference Facility - to include :
- 103 one and two-story clustered Visitor-Serving Hotel units ;
- 60 - two and three bedroom timeshare unit s

- Visitor Center, Meeting and Conference Rooms and Support Facilitie s

- Restaurants
- Wellness and Education Center with Lecture and Conference Facilitie s
- Spa & Fitness Facilities
- Cultural Center for Music, Art and Literature
- 17 Single Family Residential Timeshare Villas ;

- Extensive Landscaping of the ground s

Lead Agency Contact
Name

Agency
Phone
email

Address
City

Jacqueline R . Oncian o
County of Monterey Resource Management Agency Planning Dept .
(831) 755-5193

	

Fax

168 W . Alisal Street, 2nd Floo r
Salinas

	

State CA Zip 9390 1

Project Locatio n
County Monterey

City Soledad
Region

Cross Streets Arroyo Seco Road
Parcel No. 418-361-004, 000 M
Township

	

Range

	

Section

	

Base

Proximity to :
Highways 10 1

Airports
Railways Pacific Unio n

Waterways Arroyo Seco River/Salinas River
Schools Soledad Hig h

Land Use Permanent Grazing, 40 acre min ., Commercial & Farmlands, 40 Acre Min . (Zoning: PG/40, VO & F/40 )

Project Issues Archaeologic-Historic ; AestheticNisual ; Air Quality ; Drainage/Absorption ; Economics/Jobs ; Flood

Plain/Flooding ; Forest Land/Fire Hazard ; Geologic/Seismic ; Noise ; Public Services ; Recreation/Parks ;

Septic System ; Sewer Capacity; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading ; Solid Waste ; Traffic/Circulation ;

Vegetation ; Water Quality ; Water Supply ; Wetland/Riparian ; Wildlife ; Landuse; Cumulative Effects

Reviewing Resources Agency ; Office of Historic Preservation ; Department of Parks and Recreation ; Department
Agencies of Water Resources ; Department of Fish and Game, Region 4 ; Native American Heritage Commission ;

California Highway Patrol ; Caltrans, District 5 ; Department of Toxic Substances Control ; Regiona l
Water Quality Control Board, Region 3

Note : Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency .



Document Details Repor t
State Clearinghouse Data Bas e

Date Received 05/29/2008

	

Start of Review 05/29/2008

	

End of Review 06/27/200 8

Note : Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency .



bounty:	 I'-jortTtxe	
❑

	

Public Utilities Commission Caltrans, District 8

Nut' ulsmDuuon List

Resources Agency

▪ Resources Agency
Nadell Gayo u

❑ Dept . of Boating & Waterways
David Johnson

❑ California Coasta l
Commission
Elizabeth A . Fuchs

❑ Colorado River Board
Gerald R. Zimmerma n

❑ Dept. of Conservatio n
Sharon Howel l

❑ California Energy
Commissio n
Paul Richin s

❑ Cal Fire
Allen Robertso n

lâd9; Office of Histori c
Preservatio n
Wayne Donaldson

• Dept of Parks & Recreatio n
Environmental Stewardship
Sectio n

❑ Central Valley Floo d
Protection Board
Mark Heral d

❑ S .F . Bay Conservation &
Dev't . Comm .
Steve McAdam

Dept. of Water Resources
Resources Agency
Nadell Gayo u

Conservancy

Fish and Game

❑ Depart . of Fish & Gam e
Scott Flint
Environmental Services Division

❑ Fish & Game Region I
Donald Koch

❑ Fish & Game Region 1E
Laurie Harnsberger

(Pr'

❑ Fish & Game Region 2
Jeff Drongese n

❑ Fish & Game Region 3
Robert Floerke

▪ Fish & Game Region 4
Julie Vance

❑ Fish & Game Region 5
Don Chadwick
Habitat Conservation Progra m

❑ Fish & Game Region 6
Gabrina Gatchel
Habitat Conservation Progra m

❑ Fish & Game Region 6 IIM
Gabrina Getche l
Inyo/Mono, Habitat Conservatio n
Progra m

❑ Dept . of Fish & Game M
George Isaac
Marine Regio n

Other Department s

❑ Food & Agriculture
Steve Shaffe r
Dept, of Food and Agriculture

❑ Depart. of General Services
Public School Constructio n

❑ Dept . of General Services
Robert Slepp y
Environmental Services Section

❑ Dept. of Health Services
Veronica Malloy
Dept. of Health/Drinking Wate r

Independen t
Commissions,Boards

❑ Delta Protection Commissio n
Debby Eddy

❑ Office of Emergency Services
Dennis Castrill o

❑ Governor's Office of Plannin g
& Researc h
State Clearinghous e

▪ Native American Heritag e
Comm.
Debbie Treadway

Ken Lewis

❑ Santa Monica Bay Restoratio n
Guangyu Wan g

❑ State Lands Commissio n
Jean Sarin o

❑ Tahoe Regional Plannin g
Agency (TRPA)
Cherry Jacque s

Business, Trans & Housinq

❑ Caltrans - Division o f
Aeronautics
Sandy Hesnard

❑ Caltrans - Planning
Terri Pencovi c

California Highway Patro l
Shirley Kell y
Office of Special Project s

❑ Housing & Community
Developmen t
Lisa Nichols
Housing Policy Divisio n

❑ Caltrans, District 2
Marcelino Gonzale z

❑ Caltrans, District 3
Jeff Pulverman

❑ Caltrans, District 4
Tim Sabl e

▪ Caltrans, District 5
David Murray

	

'

❑ Caltrans, District 6
Moses Stites

SGHi*

Dan Kopulsk y

• Caltrans, District 9
Gayle Rosander

❑ Caltrans, District 1 0
Tom Dumas

❑ Caltrans, District 1 1
Jacob Armstrong

❑ Caltrans, District 12
Bob Joseph

Cal EPA

Air Resources Boar d

❑

	

Airport Projects
Jim Lerner

❑ Transportation Projects
Ravi Ramalinga m

❑ Industrial Projects
Mike Tollstrup.

❑ California Integrated Wast e
Management Board
Sue O'Leary

❑ State Water Resources Contro l
Board
Regional Programs Uni t
Division of Financial Assistance

❑ State Water Resources Contro l
Board
Student Intern, 401 Water Quality
Certification Uni t
Division of Water Quality

❑ State Water Resouces Control Board
Steven Herrera
Division of Water Rights

Dept. of Toxic Substances Contro l
CEQA Tracking Cente r

❑ Department of Pesticide Regulation

Ov®1 .U	 6
Regional Water Quality Contro l
Board (RWQCB )

❑ RWQCB 1
Cathleen Hudson
North Coast Region (1 )

❑ RWQCB 2
Environmental Documen t
Coordinato r
San Francisco Bay Region (2 )

RWQCB 3
Central Coast Region (3 )

❑ RWQCB 4
Teresa Rodgers
Los Angeles Region (4 )

❑ RWQCB 5 S
Central Valley Region (5 )

❑ RWQCB 5 F
Central Valley Region (5)
Fresno Branch Office

❑ RWQCB 5R
Central Valley Region (5)
Redding Branch Offic e

❑ RWQCB 6
Lahontan Region (6 )

❑ RWQCB 6V
Lahontan Region (6 )
Victorville Branch Office

❑ RWQCB 7
Colorado River Basin Region (7 )

❑ RWQCB 8
Santa Ana Region (8)

❑ RWQCB 9
San Diego Region (9)

❑ Other	

Last Updated on 02/21/08

Dept . of Transportatio n

❑ Caltrans, District 1
Rex Jackma n

❑ Caltrans, District 7
Vin Kumar



STATi:-QF CiIIJFORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER. Governor

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION
DEPARTMENTOFPARKSANDRECREATION
P.O. BOX 942896
SACRAMENTO. CA 94296-0001
(916) 653-6624 Fax: (916) 653-9824
calshpo@ohp.parks.ca.gov
www.ohp.parks.ca.gov

June 29th,2005

Therese M. Schmidt
Senior Planner
Monterey County Planning & Building
Inspection Department
2620 First Avenue
Marina, CA 93933

--sent by facsimile (831) 755-9616 and by United States Mail--

Dear Ms. Schmidt:

Paraiso Sprinas. Mitiaated Neaative Declaration # 2005061016

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above referenced document. The
State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) has broad responsibility for the implementation of
federal and state historic preservation programs in California. As CEQA Coordinator I am
providing these comments for the record as we are concerned that the County of Monterey is
incorrectly using a Mitigated Negative Declaration to mitigate a substantial adverse effect to a
historical resource.

Pursuant to the California Environmental Act (CEQA) a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) may be prepared if an Initial Study identifies a potentially significant effect for which the
project's proponent, before public release of a proposed Negative Declaration, had made or
agrees to make project revisions that clearly mitigate the effects. Moreover, a MND may not be
used if any substantial evidence indicates that the revised project with mitigation may still have
a significant environmental effect. (Pub. Res. Code sec. 21064.5; CEQA Guidelines § 15070)
Therefore, a Mitigated Negative Declaration is an inappropriate choice of a CEQA document
for the above project because historic resources have already been demolished and that
under CEQA constitutes as "a significant impact."

Pursuant to CEQA, it is necessary to look at the "whole of the action", at the unlawful
demolition and that the illegal demolition occurred in order to facilitate the resort project with
new construction. The definition of a "project" under CEQA includes the phrase "whole of the
action." Therefore, an agency may not treat each separate permit or approval as a separate
project for purposes of evaluating environmental impacts.

Based on the facts before us, we highly recommend that an EIR is undertaken that
examines the "whole" of the project, the construction and development of the new resort, with
the environmental setting and baseline considered as if the historic resources are in place.
Then, in this EIR, a range of appropriate mitigation measures would need to be proposed and
subsequently adopted in the EIR process.



, .- 1V'Is.Therese Schmidt
Page 2

Since the County of Monterey currently does not have an ordinance that can deal
appropriately with code violations in case of unlawful demolitions as have occurred in this
case, the County might consider adopting such an ordinance as part of their Municipal Code
for the future. We invite the County of Monterey, to call the OHP, if they have any questions
how other local governments have dealt with such matters.

If an application for the new resort development and hotel construction has already
been submitted to the County before the unlawful demolition occurred, then CEOA case law
says that the EIR baseline for the new project needs not to address the prior illegal activity, but
can start with the cleared site.

However, if such an application has been submitted to the County or was in progress
before the illegal demolition occurred, the County has to undertake an EIR for the (project)
demolition, and in this EIR propose an appropriate a range of mitigation measures to be
adopted in the EIA.

In summary, the County of Monterey may not use a Mitigated Negative Declaration
since a significant adverse impact has occurred by illegally demolishing historic resources. A
MND is an inappropriate document pursuant to CEOA for this project. It is necessary to do an
EIR either for the whole of the project including the historic resources, or an EIR for the project
development and construction of the resort, and another, separate EIR for the demolition
project. We are looking forward to receiving copies of the newly crafted documents when in
circulation. Please submit copies directly to our office in order for us to review and comment.

If you have any further questions, please contact Michelle C. Messinger, Local
Government CEOA Coordinator at (916) 653-5099 or at mmessinqer@parks.ca.qov.

Sincerely,

~~~
Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA
State Historic Preservation Officer



STATE OF CALIFORNIA	 Arnold Schwarzenegger,Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSIO N
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

	

i=V

	

1
SACRAMENTO, CA 9581 4
(916) 653-408 2
(916) 657-5390 - Fax

June 3, 2008

Jacqueliine R . Onciano
County of Monterey Resource Management Agency Planning Dept .
168 W. Alisal Street, 2nd Floor
Salinas, CA 9390 1

RE :

	

SCH#2005061016 Paraiso.-Springs; Monterey County .

Dear Ms. Onciano :

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) referenced above .
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) states that any project that causes a substantial adverse change in th e
significance of an historical resource, which includes archeological resources, is a significant effect requiring the preparation o f
an EIR (CEQA Guidelines 15064(b)) . To comply with this provision the lead agency is required to assess whether the projec t
will have an adverse impact on historical resources within the area of project effect (APE), and if so to mitigate that effect . To
adequately assess and mitigate project-related impacts to archaeological resources, the NAHC recommends the followin g

actions :

✓ Contact the appropriate regional archaeological Information Center for a record search . The record search will determine :
■ If a part or all ofthearea of project effect (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources ;
■ Ifany known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE .
■ If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE .
■ If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present .

✓ If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing th e
findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey .

■ The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted immediatel y
to the planning department . All information regarding site locations, Native .. American human remains, an d
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for pubi c
disclosure .

■ The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriat e
regional archaeological Information Center .

✓ Contact the Native American Heritage Commission for :
■ A Sacred Lands File Check. USGS 7 .5 minute quadrangle name, township, ranqe andsection required .
■ A list of appropriate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in th e

mitigation measures . Native American Contacts List attached .
✓ Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence .

■ Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of accidentall y
discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15064 .5(f) . In areas of
identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American, wit h
knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities .

■ Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts, i n
consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans .
Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in their mitigation plan .
Health and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA §15064 .5(e), and Public Resources, Code §5097 .98 mandates the
process to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery ofany human remains in a location other than a
dedicated cemetery.

CC: State Clearinghouse



Native American Contacts
Monterey County

June 3, 2008

Linda G. Yamane
1585 Mira Mar Ave .

	

Ohlone/Costanoa n
Seaside

	

, CA 93955-332 6

(831) 394-591 5

Indian Canyon Mutsun Band of Costanoa n
Ann Marie Sayers, Chairperso n
P.O. Box 28

	

Ohlone/Costanoa n
Hollister

	

, CA 95024
ams@garlic.com
831-637-4238

Jakki Kehl
720 North 2nd Street

	

Ohlone/Costanoan
Patterson

	

, CA 95363
jakki@bigvalley.net
(209) 892-243 6
(209) 892-2435 - Fax

Coastanoan Rumsen Carmel Tribe
Tony Cerda, Chairperson
3929 Riverside Drive

	

Ohlone/Costanoan
Chino

	

, CA 9171 0
(909) 622-1564
(909) 464-2074

Ohlone/Coastanoan-Esselen Natio n
Louise Miranda-Ramirez, Chairperso n
PO Box 1301

	

Esselen
Monterey

	

, CA 93942 Ohlone/Costanoa n
Ijramirez@comcast .net
408-629-5189
408-205-7579 - cel l

Trina Marine Ruano Family
Ramona Garibay, Representativ e
16010 Halmar Lane

	

Ohlone/Costanoa n
Lathrop

	

CA 95330 Bay Miwo k
Plains Miwok
Patwin

Amah MutsunTribal Band
Valentin Lopez, Chairperson
3015 Eastern Ave, #40

	

Ohlone/Costanoa n
Sacramento , CA 9582 1
vlopez@amahmutsun .org
(916) 481-578 5

Amah/MutsunTribal Band
Irene Zwierlein, Chairperson
789 Canada Road

	

Ohlone/Costanoa n
Woodside

	

, CA 94062
amah_mutsun@yahoo.com
(650) 851-7747 - Home
(650) 851-7489 - Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document .

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050 .5 of the Health an d
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097 .98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the propose d
SCH# 2005061016 Paraiso Springs ; Monterey County .



:STATE OF CALIFORNIA--BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATIO N
50 HIGUERA STREE T
SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93401-541 5
PHONE (805) 549-310 1
FAX (805) 549-3077
TDD (805) 549-3259
http ://www .dot.ca .gov/distO5/

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER. Governo r

Flex your power!
Be energy efficient !

June 17, 2008

MON-101-57 .1 1
SCH# 200506101 6

Jacqueline Onciano
Monterey County Planning and Building Department
168 West Alisal Street, 2°d Floor
Salinas, CA 9390 1

Dear Ms. Onciano :

COMMENTS TO PARAISO SPRINGS RESORT NOTICE OF PREPARATIO N

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), District 5, Development Review, has reviewe d
the above referenced project and offers the following comments for your consideration in preparing th e
traffic impact study .

1. The Department supports local development that is consistent with State planning priorities intende d
to promote equity, strengthen the economy, protect the environment, and promote public health an d
safety. We accomplish this by working with local jurisdictions to achieve a shared vision of how th e
transportation system should and can accommodate interregional and local travel and development .

2. To ensure the traffic study in the Draft EIR includes the information needed by the Department t o
analyze the impacts (both cumulative and project-specific) of this project, it is recommended that th e
analysis be prepared in accordance with the Department's "Guide for the Preparation of Traffi c
Impact Studies. " An alternative methodology that produces technically comparable results can als o
be used .

3. Because the Department is responsible for the safety, operations, and maintenance of the Stat e
transportation system, our Level of Service (LOS) standards should be used to determine the
significance of the project's impact . We endeavor to maintain a target LOS at the transition betwee n
LOS C and LOS D on all State transportation facilities . At times, for mainline planning documents
only, there might be deviation from the LOS C/D standard . However, this deviation is not carrie d
through into traffic management and operations (including design, construction, etc .) where the LO S
C/D is adhered . Unfortunately, we have seen a recent trend of traffic studies incorrectly using a
threshold below the standard, and justifying it by referencing the Caltrans planning documents .

4. Our future comments to this, and any subsequent EIR for the project will stress the importance o f
using the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments Model for traffic analysis, and to includ e
all impacted transportation agencies early and often in the development discussions .

"Caltrans improves mobility across California"
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5. The traffic study should include information on existing traffic volumes within the study area ,
including the State transportation system, and should be based on recent traffic volumes less than tw o
years old . Counts older than two years cannot be used as a baseline . Feel free to contact us for
assistance in acquiring the most recent count data available .

6. The methodologies used to calculate the LOS should be consistent with the methods in the curren t
version of the Highway Capacity Manual . All LOS calculations should also be included in the Draft
EIR's as an appendix made available for review .

7. At any time during the environmental review and approval process, the Department retains th e
statutory right to request a formal scoping meeting to resolve any issues of concern . Such formal
scoping meeting requests are allowed per the provisions of the California Public Resources Cod e
Section 21083 .9 [a] [1] .

8. The traffic study and subsequent EIR for this project should clearly indicate that in addition t o
mitigating project-specific impacts, the developer would be required to pay their pro-rata share o f
cumulative impact mitigation per the TAMC Regional Traffic Impact Fee Program .

9. Lastly, we recommend that Monterey County work closely with the City of Greenfield on th e
development of the traffic study. The City of Greenfield has a plan to address deficiencies on each o f
the Highway 101 interchanges located in the City . Since County Road G16 (Elm) will be a mai n
access point for the Resort, close coordination is important .

We look forward to receiving the Draft EIR, and providing comments from a more thorough analysis . At
that time, we may include comments on other pertinent issues related to the environment, water quality ,
and hydrology . If you have any questions, or need further clarification on items discussed above, pleas e
don't hesitate to call me at (805) 542-4751 .

Sincerely ,

cc: Mark McClain (City of Greenfield)
Mike Zeller (TAMC)

JOHN J. OLEJNIK
Associate Transportation Planne r
District 5 Development Review Coordinator



Maureen Gorsen, Director
700 Heinz Avenue, Suite 200

Berkeley, California 94710-272 1

June 20, 2008

Ms. Jacqueline R. Onciano
County of Monterey Rèsource Management Agency Planning Dept .
168 W . Alisal Street, 2nd Floo r
Salinas, California 9390 1

Dear Ms. Onciano:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation' (NOP) for a
draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Paraiso Springs (Project) SCH #
2005061016. The Project involved demolition of buildings (already completed) an d
involves construction of new buildings including a hotel, residential timeshare units ,
restaurants, fitness and cultural centers, and extensive landscaping at the Parais o
Hot Springs property in Monterey County .

As you may be aware, the California Department of Toxic Substances Contro l
(DTSC) oversees the cleanup of sites where hazardous substances have bee n
released pursuant to the California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapte r
6 .8. As a Responsible Agency, DTSC is submitting comments to ensure that th e
environmental documentation prepared for this project under the Californi a
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) adequately addresses activities pertaining t o
releases of hazardous substances .

Attachment I of the NOP includes information that the !and use designation i s
agricultural however it is unclear whether historical usage of the property include d
agricultural usages .

For each parcel included in the Project, DTSC strongly recommends an investigatio n
into each property's current and historical uses, and that site assessments b e
completed to determine whether hazardous substances need to be addressed (i .e .
testing for pesticides if historical usage of the property included agricultural usage) .
Where concerns are identified, sampling should be conducted to determine whethe r
there is an issue that will need to be addressed in the CEQA compliance document .
If hazardous substances are expected to be encountered, they will need to b e
addressed as part of this project . For example, if hazardous substances ar e

Department of Toxic Substances Contro l

Linda S . Adams
Secretary for

Environmenta l
Protection

Arnold Schwarzenegge r
Governor

® Printed on Recycled Paper
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expected to be encountered, the CEQA compliance document should include : (1) an
assessment of air impacts and health impacts associated with the excavatio n
activities; (2) identification of any applicable local standards which may be exceede d
by the excavation activities, including dust levels and noise ; (3) transportation
impacts from the removal or remedial activities ; and (4) risk of public upset shoul d
be there an accident at the Site .

If you have any questions or would like to schedule a meeting, please contact To m
Price of my staff at (510) 540-3811 . Thank you in advance for your cooperation i n
this matter .

Sincerely ,

Karen M . Toth, P .E ., Unit Chief
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Progra m

cc:

	

Governor's Office of Planning and Researc h
State Clearinghous e
P. O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Guenther Moskat
CEQA Tracking Cente r
Department of Toxic Substances Contro l
P.O . Box 806
Sacramento, California 95812-0806




